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South Africa improves 
its image 

This journal has always maintained that 
‘populism’, the view that Nationalism will be 
provided with a “better image” by the media 
if cosmetic changes in its leadership are 
made, is a mirage because it is the policies of 
Nationalism that are detested by the media. 
Only if Nationalist policies were fundamen- 
tally changed would the media begin to look 
approvingly on the Nationalist movement. It 
is, in other words, not the singer that 
matters, but the song. 

The media understands this very well, of 
course, and there is no better illustration of 
the media’s power to stimulate the populist 
syndrome and bring about changes in 
Nationalist policy than recent developments 
in South Africa. 

Last month, the South African Prime 
Minister Mr. Pieter Botha announced that 
the Immorality Act and the Mixed Marriages 
Act might be amended. These Acts are 
fundamental to the policy of apartheid 
because they serve to protect racial integrity 
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by forbidding racial mixing. Consequently, 
after decades of media propaganda in and 
outside South Africa, the first really major 
steps to dismantle it have been hinted at 
by Mr. Botha. 

Why has this been done? The answer 
was provided by the Rand Daily Mail’s 
enthusiastic response to the announcement. 
This arch-liberal newspaper exclaimed that 
“these two Acts have made South Africa the 
polecat of the world.” These two Acts have 
of course done nothing of the kind. It is the 
media with its doctrines of liberal inter- 
nationalism that has contrived to make 
South Africa “the polecat of the world” by 
a sustained campaign of hate propaganda. 
The object of this hate campaign has been to 
so intimidate South Africans, and in 
particular South African leaders, that the 
Government would be forced to modify and 
eventually to eradicate altogether the 
apartheid policy so as to appease ‘world 
opinion”. Signs that this campaign was 
having its effect appeared during the 
premiership of Mr. Vorster. It has now 
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What will her 


future be when South 
Africa has “‘improved 
its image”? 


achieved a major success under the premier- 
ship of Mr. Botha. 

Of course the media has no interest in 
whether Mr. Vorster or Mr. Botha is the 
Prime Minister of South Africa. The media 
seeks to change Nationalist policies, not 
Nationalist leaders — except of course if 
they know that a change of leadership would 
lead to fundamental changes of policy. As a 
result of Mr. Botha’s proposed changes, he 
will no doubt receive friendlier headlines 
from the national and international media. 
No doubt South Africa’s “image abroad” 
will be “improved”, that is to say, the liberal 
press will say nicer things about it. But at 
what cost? Mr. Botha, in return for more 
flattering media treatment in his lifetime, 
will have set his country and his people on 
the road to racial ruin. 


Real face of Black Africa 


Since our feature in the August issue on 
the chaos and lunacy that reigns in Black 
Africa there have been some fascinating 
revelations about the recently deposed’ 
African despot Emperor Jean Bedel Bokassa 
of the ‘Central African Empire’. 

Bokassa was a cannibal who was in the 
habit of eating his enemies. Following the 
coup which drove him from power, human 
flesh prepared as joints was discovered in the 
deep freeze at one of his official residences 
near the capital, Bangui. French newspapers 
have published pictures of the remains of 
three partially eaten bodies in the Bokassa 
deep freeze. Mr. Fred Copperman, British 
Honorary Consul in Bangui, has also con- 
firmed that Ministers who were invited to 
dinner by Bokassa shortly before the coup 
were told after the meal that they had just 
eaten a former colleague. Bokassa came from 
the M’Baka tribe renowned for its addiction 
to cannibalism. A French Guyana governess 
confirmed that Bokassa would sometimes 
order the servants out of the house to do the 
cooking himself. Up until 15 years ago, 
human flesh was on sale in the public market 
in Bangui. 

The remains of another 40 bodies were 
also discovered in a crocodile pool behind 


one of Bokassa’s residences. Bokassa used 
the crocodiles to execute his enemies. 

Bruce Loudon of the Daily Telegraph, 
reporting from Bangui on the investigations 
into the Bokassa regime, writes: “It is a 
mistaken belief in Europe that cannibalism 


has been largely eradicated in Africa. 
Missionaries believe that it is still wide- 
spread.” 


It was salutory to turn from these 
reports on the savage and bizarre truth about 
Black Africa to an article on the Sports page 
of the Guardian in which Colin Welland 
urges our rugby players not to visit South 
Africa on the grounds that it is “the most 
obnoxious society in the world today.” 
Presumably Mr. Welland means that it is 
more obnoxious than the regime of 
‘Emperor’ Bokassa, with its mass killings of 
schoolchildren, its cannibalism and joints of 
human flesh in the deep freeze, and its 
ruler’s embezzlement of £10 million a year 
from a poverty-stricken country. And the 
reason why South Africa is such an 
“obscenity of a society”, Mr. Welland 
explains for us, is that it is based ‘‘on the 
laughable premise that white is superior to 
black.” 

Perhaps an honest Black man — like 
Central African student leader Jean-Robert 
Massanquet — might have had an opinion on 
just how ‘laughable’ that premise is, and on 
the comparative obnoxiousness of South 
African society and that of Black Africa. 
Unfortunately we cannot ask him as most of 
him was eaten by Emperor Bokassa. 


Inevitable collapse 


Hundreds of comprehensive schools are 
so bad, according to Brian Cox, Professor of 
English at Manchester University last month, 
that they cannot produce a single university 
student. While a handful of comprehensives 
are good, he said, there are “hundreds” all 
over the country in which only one or two 
pupils are capable of taking ‘A’ levels in 
mathematics, physics, chemistry or French, 
and who usually score no more than a D or 
E grade and often fail. Prof. Cox blamed the 
promoters of progressive education for 
having deliberately blocked the publication 
of examination results, and insisted that the 
Government make it compulsory for local 
authorities to publish details of examination 
results. 

Meanwhile the City and East London 
College and the Polytechnic of North 
London have combined to introduce a 
scheme for the promotion of more Black 
teachers. At the moment there are few such 
teachers because they fail to reach the 
required academic standards. The new 
scheme gets round this troublesome problem 
by doing away with the conventional ‘O’ and 
‘A’ level requirements, but “without 
lowering standards.” 

These two items of news last month 
highlighted the degree to which the most 
basic services needed to keep a civilised 
society functioning are gradually breaking 


down under the combined impact of the 
mania for equality and of multi-racialism. 
We see it especially in the field of education, 
where standards are so abysmal that the 
system is failing to produce the academic 
elite that is the mainstay of a sophisticated 
society; where the teaching profession is 
being taken over by illiterate left-wing yobs; 
and where the impact of coloured immig- 
ration has reduced many schools to the level 
of the jungle. But this collapse of standards 
can be detected in virtually all public 
services, in health treatment in our hospitals 
and in the administration of all aspects of 
local government. The effects of the insane 
doctrines of equality and multi-racialism are 
right now bringing about the slow but 
inevitable collapse of the fabric of British 
society. 


Why they starve 


The next excuse for mental backward- 
ness on the part of our coloured brethren is 
going to be — wait for it — starvation. Accor- 
ding to a report in the lefty New Scientist 
magazine entitled ‘Starved rats raise idiot 
offspring’, studies carried out at the 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology show 
that rats whose ancestors were malnourished 
over a period of 20 generations, and then 
were fed properly for three generations, still 
perform well below normal on learning tests. 

Predictably, research associate Janina 
Galler proclaims that “the implications of 
this research for human populations are 
clear.” She alleges that “people who look 
normal may learn more slowly, and have 
more difficulties in social situations, because 
of the lingering effects of malnutrition.” 

Nice try. The trouble here, of course, is 
that the unfortunate rats have been mal- 
nourished deliberately by Ms. Galler. But the 
Africans and Asians whose backwardness 
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‘Accommodation? Who do you think you are—Vietnamese?’ 


this research is obviously designed to explain 
away have remained malnourished due to 
their own innate backwardness in the first 
place. Why, for instance, do Africans and 
Asians know nothing about nutrition, about 
vitamins, calories and proteins and what 
constitutes a proper diet? Why are they 
unable to exploit the agricultural resources 
of their countries in order to prevent star- 
vation? Why are they unable to restrict their 
population growth? Answer: because they 
are backward. Result: starvation. 

The most obvious illustration of this is 
the widespread outbreak of rickets among 
the Asian immigrant population in Britain. 
The disease is the result of malnutrition, i.e. 
nutritional deficiency. It has reappeared in 
Britain because the Asians remain ignorant 
of what constitutes a proper diet in a 
chemical sense, even though they now live in 
an entirely different and more sophisticated 
environment. It may well be proved that 
malnutrition contributes to backward 
development. But it is already proved that 
innate backwardness and ignorance leads to 
malnutrition in the first place. 


How many here? 


Here are some more figures which 
contradict the official “1% million” Immig- 
rants supposedly in Britain. Norman 
Kirkham, Diplomatic Correspondent of the 
Sunday Telegraph, \et slip that there were 
“nearly two million Asians” alone in this 
country. By Asians we understand is meant 
Indians and Pakistanis. As for Chinese, the 
Observer was good enough to inform us that 
there were around 100,000 of them. And we 
stll haven’t counted all the West Indians, nor 
the Africans, Turks, Arabs, Japanese, 
Cypriots and other assortments, nor all the 
illegal Immigrants! Our guess is at least five 
million. 


wt LLIAM 
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MARTIN WEBSTER 


A personal 


comentary 


on factional problems 


SEVERAL times the National Front has 
experienced the trauma of internal disruption 
caused by factions making power-bids. The 
degree to which these factional disruptions 
have been caused by the political or racial 
enemies of our movement, or the degree to 
which such troubles were merely skilfully 
and joyously exploited by them is a matter 
which I do not propose to speculate upon at 
length here. 

The first of the factional disruptions 
within the NF came in 1968 when Andrew 
Fountaine, then Deputy-Chairman of the 
party’s Joint Directorate, attempted to seize 
the Chairmanship from the Founding Chair- 
man, A. K. Chesterton, MC, using as a 
pretext that Chesterton’s decision to allow 
John Tyndall to join the party would pre- 
cipitate its “immediate ruination”. 

In due course, and after two further 
factional convulsions (the ‘Action Com- 
mittee’ of 1970 and the National Indepen- 
dence Party breakaway in 1972) John 
Tyndall was elected Chairman of the NF in 
oy 

1972 to 1974 was a boom period for 
the NF — partly because of the Ugandan 
Asian invasion crisis, but also because the 
NF was run by a dynamic and united leader- 
ship team. 

But by Autumn 1974 the wealthy 
businessman Gordon ‘Brown’ (Marshall), 
the founder of the ‘Action Committee’ 
faction, gathered around himself another 
faction with John Kingsley Read as its 
titular head, and which became known as 
the Populist faction. 

In those days the NF Chairman was 
elected just by the members of the Direc- 
torate, not as now by vote of the whole 
membership. ‘Brown’ and Read caused John 
Tyndall to be displaced as Chairman (by 
Read) in October 1974. This precipitated a 
bout of factional in-fighting which did not 
end until January 1976, when the Populist 
faction quit the NF and formed the break- 
away National Party (which eventually 
collapsed in 1977). 


SEEDS OF DISRUPTION 


The seeds of the current disruption were 
being sowed in our ranks before we had even 
got over the Populist convulsions. 

Into the situation of crisis and division 
which followed the displacement of John 
Tyndall as NF Chairman by Kingsley Read 
stepped, from out of the Norfolk mists, 
Andrew Fountaine — in November 1974, 
after seven years’ absence from the party. 

He doubtless calculated that with the 
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NF’s high membership turnover few would 

know of his antics in 1968, such as: 

@ His bulletin which ordered all NF Organisers 
to report with their local memberships at 
once to their nearest police station as the 
Red Revolution was about to breakout... 

@ How he sued NF Chairman A. K. Chester- 
ton, MC (who had in exasperation expelled 
Mr. Fountaine without due process) using 
Quintin Hogg, Lord Hailsham, as_ his 
Counsel... 

@ How he employed the then NF Security 
Officer to ‘bug’ and tape record the pro- 
ceedings of a National Directorate meet- 
1 oa 

@ How the ‘Security Officer’ had to be 
carried out of the NF AGM in 1968 by 
the Police at the instruction of the meet- 
ing Chairman, and how the membership at 
the meeting howled Mr. Fountaine out of 
the hall chanting “Quintin Hogg — Quintin 
Hogg!” while he snarled back remarks 
about “John Tyndall’s jackboots” ... 

With these 1968 disruptions forgotten, 
and with the party in 1974 divided and 
obsessed with the party’s 1974 troubles. .. 
and with the absence of service qualifications 
now required of candidates for the Direc- 
torate, the “independent” Mr. Fountaine 
was elected within a year of his return to the 
NF to the National Directorate. 

Once again, by the narrowest of margins, 
the Directorate in October 1975, re-elected 
Kingsley Read as Chairman rather than John 
Tyndall. It also elected the newly-returned 
Mr. Fountaine as Deputy-Chairman. 

Let us break off at this stage to answer 
a point often made by supporters of Mr. 
Fountaine in the current (1979) troubles: 


FOUNTAINE THE LITIGANT 


“You can’t call Mr. Fountaine an oppor- 
tunist because it was he who stumped up the 
cash which enabled arch-Populist Kingsley 
Read to be defeated in the High Court in 
December 1975, which in turn led to Read 
and his pals quitting the NF and forming the 
National Party!” 

This comment simply indicates an 
ignorance both of our party’s Constitution 
and of the actions of Mr. Fountaine once 
Kingsley Read had quit the NF Chairmanship 
and the party. 

The NF Constitution states that in the 
event of a Chairman of the Directorate 
vacating his office, the Deputy-Chairman 
automatically becomes Acting Chairman 
until a further election for the offices of 
Chairman and Deputy-Chairman is held. 

Thus the moment Read perpetrated an 


obviously un-Constitutional action Mr. 
Fountaine, as Deputy-Chairman, had every- 
thing to gain by spending some cash on High 
Court litigation as a means to drive Read out 
of the Chairmanship and out of the party. 
With Chairman Read out, Acting Chairman 
Fountaine was in! 

After Read’s departure, the Directorate 
and membership expected that Mr. Fountaine 
would, within a couple of weeks, call a 
Directorate meeting for the purpose of 
holding an election and enabling the clear 
wish of the majority of Directorate and 
party members to be expressed. But Mr. 
Fountaine instigated no such procedure. 
Instead, at each new Directorate meeting he 
produced new pretexts for not holding an 
election. 

It became plain to all after three months 
that Mr. Fountaine considered that he had 
purchased the right to be NF Chairman by 
having acted as Instructing Plaintiff in the 
Court action against Read. He began to insist 
that he be referred to simply as “The Chair- 
man” and not as the “Acting Chairman”. 

After nearly four months the matter 
was finally pressed (by me) at a Directorate 
meeting. Mr. Fountaine made a last effort to 
hold onto the Chairmanship by trying to 
embarrass the majority by insisting that we 
would have to carry a ‘No Confidence’ vote 
in him. This bluff was called, an election was 
held, and John Tyndall was overwhelmingly 
elected. As a peace offering, Mr. Fountaine 
was elected as Deputy-Chairman. 

It is my view that from the moment 
that Mr. Fountaine saw that the Chairman- 
ship would go to a man with a following in 
the party and on the Directorate, he resolved 
to construct his own following so as to be in 
a position, one day, to make a bid to win the 
Chairmanship back from John Tyndall. 

He already had the backing of Robin 
May, a Directorate member from North 
London (whose friendship with members of 
the League of St. George would prove useful 
later on) — but Mr. May later dropped out of 
the Directorate, so Mr. Fountaine had to 
extend his search. 

Amazingly, he tried to recruit me at a 
luncheon at the Hilton Hotel in 1978. His 
line: “Tyndall’s Nazi uniform image will give 
us a bad vote at the coming General Election; 
my respectable image will give us a good 
vote...” did not impress me. 

He then turned to Anthony Reed- 
Herbert. Another posh luncheon (at 
Cambridge, I think). On this occasion he 
tried to flatter Mr. Reed-Herbert by offering 
him the Chairmanship — anything, just so 
long as John Tyndall was ousted. Mr. Reed- 
Herbert enjoyed the lunch and the joke. 

More success was had with Jeremy 
Wotherspoon. He was so bowled over with 
the idea of being promoted within the party 
by a real live Country Squire complete with 
Manor Hall (such respectability!) that he 
spent several months trying to persuade 
Anglia Television to make a documentary 
film about Mr. Fountaine and his estates. 


KEY ALLY 


But his most powerful ‘find’ as an ally 
was a new member of the Directorate, Paul 
Kavanagh, who, as a member of the Finance 
Department of the National Directorate, had 
been entrusted with the job of setting up the 
companies that were needed to manage 
Excalibur House and to run the commercial 
operations that were to operate in and 
from it. 

By the time the May 1979 General 
Election loomed, Mr. Fountaine was ready 
with some bold moves: 
®@ He refused to attend the Directorate con- 

ference called to plan the election campaign. 

@ He refused to appear on the party’s TV 
broadcast if either John Tyndall or myself 
appeared on it also. 

@ He refused to allow the distribution of the 
party’s Manifesto in “his” area. 

@ He refused to stage a rally in Norwich at 
which both he and John Tyndall would 
speak. 

@ Finally, a few days before Polling Day he 
persuaded the then NF President, John 
Harrison-Broadley, to write a letter which 
made false allegations of gross rudeness on 
the part of John Tyndall and demanded 
that both John Tyndall and I be removed 
from the NF on account of our “Nazi 
images”. 

Such actions, while the party was 
fighting a General Election, surely constituted 
treason to the party — but there was more — 
much more — to come. 

Spearhead has already dealt in its 
previous issue with the machinations of 
certain (but not all) officers of the NF 
Finance Department which, in our view, 
constitute an attempt to provide those 
officers who have obtained various posts in 
the companies associated with the party 
with the facility to act independently of the 
authority of the National Directorate. 

I might say that I had an inkling of this 
development nearly a year ago and I 
circulated all my Directorate colleagues with 
a Memo warning about it. (This Memo 
included a particular warning about a 
proposal to ‘skim’ the takings of the pro- 
posed social club.) But with the pressure of 
work occasioned by the looming General 
Election this Memo was not given adequate 
immediate attention and action. 


ELEMENTS IN ALLIANCE 


At this stage it might be useful to itemise 
the various elements which have coalesced to 
form the faction which, for the time being, 
uses Mr. Fountaine as their figurehead: 

1) Andrew Fountaine, and his immediate 
associates. Mr. Fountaine cannot forget that 
I pushed for the election that lost him the 
Chairmanship in 1976. 

2) Certain members of the Finance Depart- 
ment — Paul Kavanagh, Douglas Priest, 
Malcolm Smith and associates — who deeply 
resented my drawing attention a year ago to 
arrangements regarding companies associated 


with the NF that Spearhead brought to 
public attention last month. 

3) Leading members of the League of St. 
George. This “Social Club” (anxious for a 
permanent home) was put on the NF’s list of 
Proscribed Organisations asa result of articles 
in Spearhead by me in 1975 which exposed 
it as a Pan-Europeanist, pro-Irish Republican, 
Mosleyite coterie with links with Column 88 
and a clear desire to infiltrate and take over 
the NF. 

4) Members of the National Party who, 
after the NP broke up in 1977 were prevented 
from rejoining the NF, and went into the 
League of St. George for lack of any other 
perch to sit on and who bewail the fact that 
** ... we did not work hard enough to split 
John Tyndall from Martin Webster in 
EP PSIF OP 

5) Ordinary members of the NF who I 
have managed to annoy or upset by being 
rude and abrupt with them — sometimes 
with provocation, often, I am sorry to say, 
without. 

The two elements that are responsible 
for the production of propaganda and 
strategy for the alliance behind Mr. Fountaine 
(for the moment!) are Messrs. Paul Kavanagh 
and Malcolm Smith, in consultation with 
Mr. Fountaine; and Messrs. Robin May and 
Jimmy Styles (Excalibur Club steward) 
working in association with the League of 
St. George through League  link-man 
Malcolm Smith. 

It was Malcolm Smith who facilitated 
the recent circulation of Mr. Fountaine’s 
“respectable” bulletin and the outrageously 
scurrilous seven page bogus ‘Members 
Bulletin” to individual NF members. As out- 
going Treasurer Mr. Smith had possession of 
Head Office ‘Day Sheets’ which detail the 
name and address, as well as the sums of 
money, of each person making payments to 
the NF. He made over these highly confiden- 
tial records to his faction allies and also to 
the League of St. George. 


SCURRILOUS ATTACKS 


An important propaganda ploy of the 
faction has been to make outrageous and 
very scurrilous “private life’? smears against 
most “loyalist” members of the Directorate. 
These kind of attacks have been particularly 
directed against myself. The clear purpose of 
the barrage of smearmongering against me — a 
campaign that has been supported by Ron 
Mount (real name Berg) of the News of the 
World — is to divide me from the “loyalist” 
majority on the Directorate and in the party. 

I do not propose to discuss my private 
life with anybody other than personal 
friends with whom I choose to discuss it. No 
party could hold together if the privacy of 
its members’ personal lives were not 
respected. All I can say is that two members 
of the NF — Stephen Hook, the NF candidate 
for Islington North in the General Election; 
and Kevin Randall, the Organiser of Enfield 
Branch, have been approached on different 


occasions during July and August by 
Excalibur Club steward Jimmy Styles and 
pressured to make out false “personal mis- 
conduct” complaints against me. I now have 
Affidavits from them. 


THE REAL ISSUE 


It seems obvious to me — and I hope 
obvious to readers of intelligence and 
experience — that where in political power 
struggles one side resorts to very heavy 
reliance on scurrilous attacks on their 
opponents . . . as those who have campaigned 
in support of Mr. Fountaine have done... 
then the side which resorts to such tactics 
has a weak case politically and is anxious to 
transfer attention of members away from 
the fundamental issues in dispute (which are 
often complex and hard for many rank and 
file members to grasp) to emotive, easy-to- 
grasp ‘Red Herrings’. 

The fundamental issue facing the NF is 
not my or anybody else’s private life, nor 
even Mr. Fountaine’s Messianic belief that he 
is “the Prophet and the Law” and pre- 
ordained to be Chairman of the National 
Front. 

The fundamental issue is whether or not 
the material assets that are starting to build 
up around the National Front — most 
especially, Excalibur House, now worth 
approaching £100,000 — and the companies 
that were set up by and through the party to 
serve the party, are going to be controlled, 
ultimately, by the elected political leadership 
of the National Front or by a self-appointed 
(for life!) clique of relative newcomers with 
financial expertise whose backgrounds are 
shrouded in mystery and whose political 
loyalties are clearly not to the ideals of the 
NF that I know to be true and have served 
as best as I could since I was 17 years of age. 


N.F. BAND 


An ex-Coldstream Guards bandsman living in 
the London & Home Counties area is interested 
in forming an NF band. Would any members 
who would like to take part please write to us, 
informing us of any experience they have in 
playing brass band instruments and if they 
possess any good brass band instrument. 


WANTED 


House or Ground Floor Flat for husband & 
wife members to rent. West Midlands preferably. 
Box 6722. 


FOR SALE 


The National Front — an American view. 
National Alliance newspaper National Vanguard 
analyses NF for US readers. Two issues, available 
for £1.00 inc. postage (UK). 29 Wyckham Close, 
Harborne, Birmingham B17 OTB. 


Our magazine, though it believes in racial 
differences, opposes race-hatred. All those who 
multi-racialism should attack the 


oppose 
politicians who promote it, not the immigrants, 
who are merely its victims. 
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RECENTLY I received a letter from a 
Canadian friend who a couple of years ago 
had agreed to take on the tough assignment 
of instigating a National Front in Canada 
along similar lines to that which has been 
successfully founded in Australia. In a 
message not exactly radiating optimism he 
said of the Canadian people: “. . . in their 
minds nothing rates lower than a revival of 
British Imperialism. Canadians no more talk 
about the Empire than they do about the 
political situation . . . What the NF is pro- 
posing is nothing less than neo-colonialism 
reconstituting the British Empire, which the 
average Canadian citizen did not even 
notice...” 

In these words my friend betrayed a sad 
incomprehension of what the NF attitude 
actually is towards the links of kinship 
which bind us to our blood relations over- 
seas, and because his view is not untypical of 
views I have had from time to time on the 
same subject, both from overseas and from 
within Britian, it occurs to me that what 
perhaps is needed is a thorough clarification 
both of my own philosophy on the matter 
and that of our party — which, as I under- 
stand it, are broadly the same. 

The ‘British Empire’ ceased to exist, to 
all practical purposes, in the 20 years 
following 1945. So far as it embraced what 
were called the ‘White Dominions’, it had 
ceased to exist no small time before — in 
fact at the points much earlier on in this 
century when effective sovereignty over 
those Dominions was acknowledged as 
residing, not in the British Crown or Parlia- 
ment, but in.the locally elected assemblies of 
the countries concerned. 

To argue whether this was a good or bad 
development is today quite superfluous. The 
fact is that it happened, and is not likely to 
be reversed. 


‘COMMONWEALTH’ 


What has existed since has attained the 
name of ‘Commonwealth’. Personally, I have 
never liked the term. It is somewhat vague 
anyway; Australia is called a ‘Commonwealth’ 
and is a federation of states with ultimate 
power and sovereignty residing in a single 
federal government; the wider ‘Common- 
wealth’ that has taken the place of the 
British Empire is not a federation but a 
collection of totally sovereign states which 
are. regarded as nations in their own right 
with their own governments not subordinate 
to any central government. In so far as 
countries like Zambia, Nigeria, Jamaica and 
Singapore are as much members of this 
‘Commonwealth’ as are Australia, New 
Zealand and Canada, and have the same 
rights to attend ‘Commonwealth’ conferences 
as the latter countries, our sense of realism 
must prompt the question of what the point 
is of maintaining this association at all. 
Champions of the ‘Commonwealth’ in its 
present form will no doubt reply, as they do, 
that it has value as a medium of international 
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co-operation but, if that is the case, what 
special value does this represent in preference 
to other international institutions with the 
same object? 

We in the National Front have never 
subscribed to this silly waffle by which the 
mythology of ‘Commonwealth’ is main- 
tained. We see it for what it is — the dying 
bleatings of a British ruling class who proved 
unfit to maintain an Empire but whose little 
world of make-believe requires them to 
invent a special kind of doggerel whereby 
they may delude themselves that something 
still remains in the place where their Empire 
expired. 

What we want Britain to be part of is 
something totally different, as we have said 
on many occasions. Our concept is that of 
an association based on essentially ethnic 
foundations, which has little more in 
common with the ‘Commonwealth’ of today 
than it has with the United Nations Organis- 
ation. 

We have nevertheless continued to 
employ the word ‘Commonwealth’ for 
purely practical and pragmatic reasons. We 
are a political party whose business is mass- 
communication. We cannot engage in mass- 
communication if we do not adhere to a 
vocabulary of terms that are readily under- 
stood by large numbers of people, including 
many who do not examine political language 
studiously. Apart from ‘Commonwealth’ and 
‘Empire’, no terms exist which people in the 
mass can immediately identify with the 
concept of Britain’s ties with, and obligations 
to, her overseas kin. As the latter term is 
inapplicable today, only the former is left. 

To this my Canadian friend would no 
doubt reply: “‘So what? ‘Commonwealth’ 
does not interest Canadians today any more 
than ‘Empire’ does.” Very likely he would 
be right but this does not invalidate the 
concept that lies behind our use of the word 
‘Commonwealth’ here in Britain. That 
concept has always been the cause of the 
unity, and the destiny, of Anglo-Saxondom. 


ACCEPTABLE TERM 


Here again we are in the realm of terms 
that are not totally accurate and precise. 
‘Anglo-Saxondom’ is generally taken to 
include Scots, Welsh and Anglo- and Scots- 
Irish. As such it would be better replaced by 
‘Anglo-Celtic’ or, better still, by “British’.* 
The first of these alternatives, however, does 
not at the moment have the ring of familiarity 
that we require, while the second would 


*The author’s ancestral background is Anglo- 
Trish, with a dash of Scots. 


probably not be acceptable to a majority of 
our kinfolk overseas. We will use ‘Anglo- 
Saxon’ therefore for the purpose of this 
article. 

Speaking for myself, it was always the 
grandeur of the story of Anglo-Saxondom 
and its world-colonising mission that first 
prompted in me the set of loyalties, senti- 
ments and values that later led to the decision 
to devote a lifetime to political work. As 
long as it was realistic to identify this with 
the British Empire, that was what I was loyal 
to. When it was clear that the Empire was no 
longer a reality, the feeling for Anglo- 
Saxondom remained and has remained to 
this day. If we must find new institutions 
and new terms of association to symbolise 
and give form to the cause of Anglo- 
Saxondom, then let us by all means do so 
when the time beckons. To me this is a 
detail; it is Anglo-Saxondom — which | 
understand as meaning the British Race — 
that is all important. 

Since boyhood I have had the con- 
viction, which has grown with the years, that 
the Anglo-Saxons are one of the two truly 
great and leading races of the world — the 
other being the Germans. I speak of “two 
races” fully mindful that in anthropological 
terms they are really only two branches of 
the same race. Over many centuries, however, 
Anglo-Saxons and Germans have evolved 
cultures, traditions, institutions, identities, 
loyalties and attachments — of which 
language is not without importance — which 
place them in distinct ethnic families of their 
own that should and must be able to co-exist 
on terms of friendship but would be the 
poorer for any attempt to merge them. 

Which, if either, of the two peoples is 
the greater is a question that I would not 
attempt to solve, as it involves comparisons 
of achievement in fields so far apart as to 
make them impossible. How, for instance, 
do you compare great composers with great 
sailors and oceanic explorers? How do you 
assess Frederick The Great alongside Shakes- 
peare? I can only say that, taking the field 
of human endeavour as a whole, the 
constructive and creative works of these two 
peoples far surpass any other, and that as 
one of these peoples we Anglo-Saxons should 
before everything else be concerned to 
ensure that our future be as great as our past. 

If this is to be our aim — and I know of 
no worthier one — we should be vitally 
concerned as to why our prospects look so 
much less than great today, why in fact our 
power as a race has so receded in a few 
decades in relation to that of other races. 
Why have Anglo-Saxons lost the will to 


maintain the British Empire? Why has the 
Anglo-Saxon element in the United States, 
previously so dominant, surrendered so 
much power to minority ethnic groups? 

I am in no doubt as to the cause of this 
recession: it is because of all the significant 
peuples in the world we Anglo-Saxons are 
today the least racially assertive and the least 
unified. While our potential as a race is still 
second to none, in our will to realise this 
potential we lag miles behind other, lesser, 
races. 


NUMEROUS EXAMPLES 


Look around the world today and you 
can see numerous examples of peoples who 
retain a strong ethnic consciousness which 
transcends geographical isolation as well as 
differences of citizenship. Italians in New 
York are still very much aware of their 
Italian-ness, even in families far removed in 
generations from the original migrants who 
carried the stock to America. Greeks in 
London, Toronto or Sydney are of the same 
disposition. Asians in Britain do not become 
less Asian for being thousands of miles away 
from their homelands in India, Pakistan or 
Bangla Desh. America’s Catholic Irish still 
celebrate St. Patrick’s Day and concern 
themselves greatly with the affairs of Ireland. 
The Chinese outside China remain Chinese. 
The Japanese outside Japan remain Japanese. 
Large numbers of American and British 
Blacks identify with Africa. In Quebec we 
see an enclave of ethnically French, French- 
speaking people very aware of their 
distinctiveness, and of whom many feel 
closer cultural and spiritual ties with France 
than with Anglo-Saxon Canada. 

But the strongest example by far of 
ethnocentrism and ethnic unity to be found 
anywhere is that of the Jews, who in their 
very limited numbers and_ unparallalled 
dispersion command immense power among 
the nations and within the nations by the 
exercise of a singular race-will. “We Jews are 
a nation!” said the founder of Zionism, 
Theodore Herzl, at the end of the last 
century, and he meant Jews whether they 
lived in London, Paris, Berlin or New York. 
A long time before that the power of one 
Jewish family, the Rothschilds, was built 
on combined financial operations in several 
capitals at once, where branches of the 
family, appearing as integral parts of the 
nations among which they resided, could be 
found simultaneously backing two opposing 
sides in a European war — with immense 
profits from which this dynasty has subse- 
quently built world power of quite terrifying 
proportions. 

Compared with a probable world Jewish 
population of around 20 million, the Anglo- 
Saxon race throughout the British Common- 
wealth and America numbers about 150-160 
million. Considered as a single nation, in the 
same sense as the scattered parts of Jewry 
are considered (by themselves) to be a 
nation, the Anglo-Saxons would be indis- 


putedly the strongest power on earth, able 
to exercise the decisive role in shaping the 
world for the next several hundred years at 
least, able to obtain from the aggregate of 
their territories almost every vital economic 
resource in super-abundance, able through 
this and through their technology to build 
the highest standard of life ever known, able 
anywhere in the world to exert a military 
weight more than adequate to protect any 
important interest belonging to them. 

But sadly, through the errors of the last 
200 years, the Anglo-Saxons find themselves 
in a state of division and confusion, and 
through their vulnerability to ‘liberal’ ideas 
have perhaps the world’s weakest instinct of 
self-preservation and survival. 

The division began with the American 
War of Independence. The word ‘indepen- 
dence’ now would raise a hollow laugh 
among the descendants of those who fought 
and won that war, for what sort of ‘indepen- 
dence’ does the true American have today in 
real terms? After fighting to throw off the 
yoke of his own kinfolk over the ocean, he is 
now subjected to a far worse yoke because a 
far more alien one. In his own country he is 
in political terms the slave of a determined 
coalition of racial minority groups headed 
by Zionists. 

During a recent trip of mine to the 
United States many Americans confided to 
me their belief that the War of Independence 
was a tragic error in the consequences that 
came out of it. Of course there was never 
any question of Americans indefinitely 
remaining a subordinate colony, or group of 
colonies, of Great Britain, with their affairs 
governed by the British Crown and Parlia- 
ment. Nor was there ever any question of 
their indefinitely tolerating the wrongs that 
arose from out of that situation at the time. 

But would not peoples with a more 
highly developed race sense have regarded 
that particular quarrel as an internal one, to 


be resolved internally, rather than a cause 
for national separation? The population of 
the American colonies, which was nearly 80 
per cent of British descent at the time, could 
in due course have achieved its self- 
government and been able to right the 
grievances which led to the war by other 
means than that which led to separation 
from the British family of peoples — and to 
a state of affairs over a century afterwards in 
which America and Britain actually became 
rivals in international affairs. 


‘THE MELTING POT’ 


For a century after the War of Indepen- 
dence America, though a republic and 
outside the British Empire, still saw herself 
at least culturally as part of Anglo-Saxondom. 
After the American Civil War, however, a 
process began in the United States which 
was to take that country in an entirely new 
direction — the direction of the ‘Melting 
Pot’. At about the same time America 
received as a gift from France the ‘Statue of 
Liberty’, on which are inscribed the words 
“ _. . Send me the teeming refuse from your 
shore ...” and that is exactly what the Old 
World sent to America. America in its turn 
gladly received the refuse. From the late 
19th Century to today every imaginable 
variety of humanity has poured into the 
United States, totally altering its original 
ethnic composition from a wholly North 
European, and predominantly Anglo-Saxon, 
country into the Babylon of races, cultures 
and nationalities it has now become. 

Americans to whom I spoke in the US 
confessed to me how difficult it was for 
them to promote any movement of 
nationalism comparable to the nationalism 
of the National Front here in Britain, or 
similar nationalist movements on_ the 
European Continent, for the very good 
reason that such a huge part of the populace 


THE BATTLE OF BUNKER HILL 
This was the first major battle in the American War of Independence. Anglo-Saxons fought 
Anglo-Saxons over issues that ought to have been resolved within the family. 


Page seven 


Pate OO gs 


COMPLETION OF THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY 


Lord Strathcona drives in a golden spike to finish the building of the railroad that crossed 
Canada. The year was 1885. The huge Northern half of North America was brought together 
by the enterprise of British settlers, largely Scots. 


of their country has no sense of any real 
American nationality at all but still think of 
themselves first and foremost as Negroes, 
Jews, Puerto-Ricans, Mexicans, Italians, 
Greeks, Chinese and Japanese rather than 
‘Americans’. In consequence, those 
Americans of Anglo-Saxon and_ other 
Northern European stocks have in large part 
come to feel a greater sense of kinship with 
their ancestral nations in North Western 
Europe than with millions of their fellow 
citizens of the United States. 

Wilmot Robertson, author of The Dis- 
possessed Majority, which describes the 
process by which the race which built 
America has gradually been deprived of 
power over its own country, has subsequently 
gone so far as to say that ‘America’ as it has 
developed has proved a huge mistake and 
that racially minded Americans should 
consider the possibility of going back to the 
beginning and starting again, i.e. forming an 
entirely new nation around the nucleus of 
Anglo-Saxon and other Nordic stocks and 
expelling the alien elements — either by 
resettling them in other continents or 
allocating them certain areas of the United 
States in which they live under a form of 
semi-Apartheid. 

Were the Robertson proposals to be put 
into practice, it has been estimated that the 
population of the United States would be 
reduced from its present 210 million to a 
North European rump of about 140 million, 
of which a decisive majority would be of 
Anglo-Saxon stock. 

America would thus lose about 70 
million people of very doubtful racial value 
and who economically are mostly a liability 
rather than an asset. 

At the same time, by reason of the re- 
emergence of Anglo-Saxondom as_ the 
dominant power within America the basis 
would exist for a great renewal of the ties 
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which formerly bound Anglo-Saxon America 
to Britain and other parts of the Anglo- 
Saxon world. Were a new association to be 
formed from these ties, it would represent 
an aggregate of power, wealth and cultural 
potential far in excess of what the United 
States represents today and indeed of any 
other great empire in history. 

During my whole political life I have 
campaigned against the post-war trends in 
British policy viz-a-viz America — because I 
have seen them for what they are: trends 
which point to the handing over of the 
British imperial heritage to a polyglot state 
dominated by Zionist finance and epitomising 
everything that is culturally degenerate in 
the latter-day West. When Winston Churchill 
made his infamous Fulton (Missouri) speech 
at the end‘of World War II in which he spoke 
of British and American affairs becoming 
increasingly “mixed up” he had precisely 
this in mind; he was content to see the 
Britain which had been reduced, largely 
through his policies, to a cripple among the 
nations absorbed into the Wall Street 
financial empire and given a disablement 
pension in the form of dollar aid. Throughout 
the last decade of his political life he schemed 
ceaselessly with Roosevelt and _ others 
towards the achievement of this concept — 
which had nothing to do with the unity or 
destiny of Anglo-Saxondom but which was 
intended to make Anglo-Saxons mere serfs 
in an international federation controlled by 
internationalist crooks. The absorption of 
Britain into these Churchillian schemes has 
been accomplished — and could only have 
been accomplished — through the plunder of 
her resources, her assets, her freedom, her 
honour and her self-respect. We have been 
right to oppose these development all the 
way, as we have done and shall continue 
to do. 

But this is a totally different concept to 


that in which a strong, proud and free 
Britain, in concert with other Anglo-Saxon 
states of the old Empire and Commonwealth, 
moves closer into partnership with an 
America in which Anglo-Saxondom is 
resurgent and has once again become pre- 
dominant — a partnership not of servility, 
not of dependence, but of natural kindred, 
linking self-reliant peoples in a unity which 
represents only a reversion to an earlier time 
in history when these peoples were one 
single people. 

I believe that this is the dream to which 
race-minded Anglo-Saxons (or _ Britons) 
everywhere should dedicate themselves in 
the years to come. I deliberately employ the 
word ‘dream’ — for that is what it is at the 
moment, no more. 

But it is a mistake to think of dreams 
only in terms of unrealisable objectives or 
topics of fantasy. The dreams of one gener- 
ation have, many times past, become the 
basis of the actual achievements of a later 
generation — provided that those dreams have 
become harnessed to practical schemes or 
political action. 


ZIONISM AND PAN GERMANISM 


At one time Zionism existed only as a 
dream in the minds of a select minority of 
Jews and scorned by the massed ranks of 
Jewry as having little to do with the mundane 
problems of their contemporary lives. But 
through the dedication of this minority this 
dream became an actuality in the final event, 
indeed the most formidable actuality with 
which we have to live in the modern world. 

Pan-Germanism became a dream when 
Germany consisted of a group of small and 
divided states under the heel of the 
Napoleonic empire. When Fichte made his 
series of “addresses to the German nation” 
in which he expounded this dream, he did 
so under the surveillance of French troops 
of occupation who patrolled in and about 
his Berlin lecture hall. The Pan-German 
vision was about as remote from the prac- 
ticality of current events and affairs as any 
vision could possibly be, yet it was one day 
to triumph because it was one of those 
mighty ideas whose time was destined to 
come, and because a determined and 
organised minority was prepared to work for 
it through years of setback and struggle. 

Our dream must be a Pan-Anglo-Saxon 
dream, and we must be prepared to work for 
it in the same conditions of discouragement 
and adversity as those which saw the earlier 
development of dreams of destiny on the 
part of these other ethnic nations. 

It is not a dream of a revived British 
Empire, as my Canadian friend seems to 
think. Nor is it a dream of a dollar empire 
controlled from Washington or New York. 
It is the dream of an eventual union linking 
people of one race — the most powerful race 
in history and the race with the highest 
potential for the future. If such a union can 
come about, and if its members can agree on 


some sort of common council through which, 
at least on major world issues, their affairs 
can be co-ordinated, it will then be a matter 
of detail where such a council sits for its 
conferences; it could sit in alternate capitals 
or it could sit in a specially appointed place 
such as one of the Falkland Islands — such 
will be the future facilities of travel and 
communication that distance will be of little 
account. 

It is of barely any significance that 
today such a dream and such a concept 
impresses itself little upon the consciousness 
of the ordinary man-in-the-street, whether in 
Ottawa, Birmingham, Melbourne, Wellington, 
or wherever else Anglo-Saxons live. That 
man-in-the-street thinks within the frame- 
work of the concepts, ideals, boundaries and 
loyalties suggested to him by those who 
control the contemporary media of com- 
munication. The great movements of history 
never have gestated at such a level or in 
accordance with the breezes of some 
momentary political climate, contrived by 
those who currently .own the climate- 
making machinery; they have emerged from 
out of the visions of far-seeing minorities 
who stand outside and above these ephemeral 
gusts of wind, the men who stand, as did 
Zarathustra, on the mountain peaks of 
human thought and can see the vast perspec- 
tives ahead and beyond. 

As the minority which is the carrier of 
our dream and idea strengthens, it must seek 
to bring into its hands the facilities to com- 
municate with the larger audience that is the 
basis of its fight for political power. This will 
come with time, just as the Zionist move- 
ment, by acquiring its press and its film and 
broadcasting industry, translated a minority 
dream into an object of mass allegiance. 
While we work for this objective we should 
never be discouraged by the fact that we are 


not understood by the contemporary mass; 
on the contrary, to limit the scope and range 
of our ideals so as to bring them within the 
compass of immediate mass comprehension 
and acceptance would be to dilute them and 
diminish them to a state of almost worth- 
lessness. 

I have said earlier that we in Britain, 
through the medium of the National Front, 
are working for mass-communication today. 
If this seems contradictory to what I have 
just said in the preceding paragraph, let me 
emphasise that we carry out this work at the 
present time with a sober appreciation of the 
limits of what we can achieve in the short 
term. We clearly cannot rival our enemies’ 
means of mass-communication to the degree 
that would enable us to win parliamentary 
seats and share in the proceeds of political 
power. Yet, on the other hand, if we do not 
make mass-communication an aim we will 
succeed in communicating with almost 
nobody, and we will not be able to find and 
select from among the mass those excep- 
tional individuals by whose work our 
minority can grow and extend its influence. 


IMMEDIATE PROBLEMS 


Our dream of the destiny of Anglo- 
Saxondom is at the moment a too elevated 
and exclusive one to serve as an effective 
rallying slogan in the contemporary politics 
in which we have to engage. A somewhat 
simpler version of this concept we employ in 
the phrase ‘British Nationalism’. There is 
nothing at all wrong or false in that phrase; 
it merely has a more parochial sound that 
enables us to apply the concept to the 
immediate problems of the island kingdom 
in which we live and the support of whose 
people is necessarily our first objective. 
‘British Nationalism’ is not in conflict with, 


MELBOURNE, 1841 
A British city, built by British settlers in the Antipodes and named after a famous British 
statesman, it now has over 2 million inhabitants. 


but is a stepping stone to, the greater ideal 
of a unified Anglo-Saxondom. 

Similarly, those who serve the ideal of 
Anglo-Saxondom in other parts of the world 
would be advised to be parochial in any 
appeal that they make to the ordinary public 
and not to talk in terms of concepts that are 
above the heads of the ordinary public at 
this stage. Thus Anglo-Saxons in Canada 
should talk mainly of what concerns Canada, 
Australians mainly of what concerns 
Australia, and so on. 

What is important is that underlying this 
pragmatic approach to local issues there is a 
transcendent ideal which is understood and 
shared by the leading thinkers and activators 
of our movement in Britain and its kindred 
movements overseas and which forms the 
basis of their political philosophy. I have 
suggested in this article what that ideal 
should be; it is the ideal that has motivated 
me over 22 years of political work. I think I 
can say for my colleagues that it is the ideal 
that drives the National Front. It is what 


‘fuels our engine, though in the week-to-week 


operation of our steering mechanism it may 
not seem relevant. 

I hear much talk today from some 
contemporaries that this transcendent ideal 
should not be Anglo-Saxondom but should 
be Europe. To me, this is an absurdity. What 
is Europe today but a mere geographical 
area? If we are thinking of Europe not in 
geographical but in racial and cultural terms, 
then Europe exists wherever Europeans live 
and the cultures of European peoples survive, 
in other words in the Americas, in Australasia 
and in the surviving remnants of European 
civilisation in Southern Africa — just as 
much as, if not more than, in the European 
Continent itself. 

And how can these protagonists of the 
European ideal possibly claim that we 


should share a common destiny with Greeks, 


Spaniards and Italians rather than with 
Australians, New Zealanders and American 
or Canadian WASPs, merely because the 
former happen to live nearer to us in 
geographical terms? 


ERROR OF UNITED EUROPE 


Yet it is the Mosleyite vision of Europe, 
which seems to be represented today in the 
philosophy of the League of St. George, that 
accords with such a claim. They even talk of 
the idea of a European ‘power’, made up to 
include Latins and all sorts, aimed at 
countering American power, made up largely 
of people of British descent and in fact in 
which Anglo-Saxons represent a_ larger 
portion of the whole than in their European 
‘rival’. Why would we want to merge with 
Latins to counter the power of fellow Anglo- 
Saxons? 

I see nothing wrong at all with an ideal 
which recognises the worth, racial and 
cultural, of all segments of European civilis- 
ation, and which seeks to avoid the conflict 

Contd. on page 15 
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WITHIN ALI political systems, liberal- 
democratic, authoritarian and totalitarian 
(Marxist), a type of opposition exists. 
Opposition in liberal-democratic states such 
as Britain and the Federal Republic of 
Germany is accommodated within the 
political system and is institutionalised by 
the State. 

In authoritarian states opposition is 
tolerated (or may be so) providing it does 
not attempt to undermine the basic structure 
of the existing regime. Opposition in totali- 
tarian (Marxist) states is officially denied by 
the ideological claim of Lenin that there is 
only one correct course in History at any 
given time; opposition would imply class 
divisions indicating the incomplete nature of 
Marxist “revolution” and would be a 
reactionary trend. For Lenin, opposition was 
a term of abuse against all those who opposed 
Marxist-Leninist theory and the revolution, 
and who were therefore to be silenced! Yet 
several types of opposition can and do exist 
within the Marxist political system, indicating 
once more the failure and incomplete nature 
of both the “revolution” and Marxist- 
Leninist theory. 

In Britain, Her Majesty’s Opposition is 
institutionalised within the existing political 
system. Such institutionalisation has several 
advantages for the liberal-democratic political 
establishment. The rulers are provided, 
firstly, with a reaction to their activities and 
an ‘early warning system’ of possible conse- 
quences from those activities. Official 
scrutiny of the actions of the Government 
by an ‘official’ Opposition helps to defuse 
criticism and provides a ‘safe’ outlet for 
possible frustration against those rulers. 

Secondly, the role of HM Opposition 
as the alternative government is emphasised, 
thus implying that only the government and 
official opposition have a meaningful role to 
play within the political life of the state. 
‘Outsiders’ are treated with scorn or held up 
as objects of fear and treated as political 
lepers. Thirdly, an institutionalised Oppo- 
sition provides the public with an appearance 
of a choice of rulers at election times. Such 
a choice is illusory, however, as it is merely 
between two groups of people spawned by 
the existing liberal-democratic system, 
whose reason for existence is provided by 
that system and to whom the system and its 
survival is paramount both in thought and 
deed. 

HM Opposition has four principle 
characteristics. It is Parliamentary,  office- 
seeking, Establishment and single-party. It is 
Parliamentary insofar as its main area of 
operations is in Parliament, where the 
principle that Ministers must be drawn 
from that body ensures regular Government 
and Opposition confrontation in either 
House. The Opposition’s role is formally 
recognised within parliamentary procedure 
and the machinery of government; the 
Opposition recognises the Government’s 
right to govern and the Government recog- 
nises the Opposition and provides oppor- 
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tunities for it to function. 

HM Opposition is office-seeking in that 
its role as a critic is inseparable from its 
desire to gain office. In the period 1945-79 
the major parties, Labour and Conservative, 
have held office for approximately the same 
length of time and of the eleven General 
Elections held, six have led to a change of 
government. Thus the regular change of 
government that normally takes place is 
sufficient to make HM Opposition not 
merely office-seeking but office-expecting, a 
fact that both affects its role as an opposition 
and its view of its own position within the 
political system. 

HM Opposition is Establishment as it is 
concerned with obtaining office within the 
established framework of the Constitution; 
both Opposition and Government are 
dedicated to preserving the basic features of 
that Constitution. Such ‘Opposition’ means 
that there is no real challenge to the basis of 
the established political system within which 
it operates, and that matters of detail within 
the political system not accepted by the 
Opposition are opposed according to the 
agreed “rules of the political game”’. 


LIMITED OPPOSITION 


HM Opposition is consequently limited 
opposition. It is concerned with criticising 
and making marginal changes to aspects of 
the existing political system while accepting 
and defending its basic principles. The fact 
that, occasionally, details and basic prin- 
ciples are sometimes blurred provides a 
spurious appearance of genuine conflict. The 
position of HM Opposition is that of a party 
out of power which is regarded as perfectly 
‘loyal’ to existing institutions and ready at 
any moment to come into office without a 
shock to the political traditions of the 
nation. What the political traditions of the 
nation are, the decision as to what party is 
‘loyal’ and the criteria of ‘loyalty’ is, of 
course, agreed by the political elite itself. 

The role of limited opposition in 
present-day Britain is crucial for the con- 
tinued power and the very existence of the 
major parties, Labour and Conservative. 
They are both products of the present 
political system and are aware that they 
would be among the first victims of its fall. 
Therefore, however vehement the conflict 
over details within the system becomes, and 
whatever personal and political likes and 
dislikes exist between the major parties, each 
needs the other as a justification for its own 
existence. 

Between 1945-74, Britain was ruled by 
a single-party majority government which 
was faced by an opposition dominated by a 


single party. HM Opposition was clearly 
identified by being the second party in an 
essentially two-party system. Certain changes 
after 1974 led to a single-party minority 
government being faced by a multi-party 
opposition, which however was _ still 
dominated, at least numerically, by one 
party. The result of the 1979 General 
Election indicates that the multi-party 
phenomenon is in decline and that within 
Parliament the two-party system has largely 
regained its dominant position. Although 
certain political parties within Parliament 
(the Scottish Nationalists and Liberals) and 
without (the National Front) have the 
potential to become major oppositions, at 
present only HM Opposition isin the position 
to provide an “‘alternative” government. 

As HM Opposition is Parliamentary, 
office-seeking, Establishment and _ single- 
party, groups and organisations seeking real 
change have to look elsewhere to express 
their dissent. Some groups may be loyal to 
the existing political system but are dedicated 
to achieving varying degrees of reform by 
means other than parliamentary action. Such 
‘opposition’ is expressed by all manner of 
groups, from Help the Aged and the Council 
for the Preservation of Rural England to the 
Anti-Blood Sports League. Trade Union 
interests often aim to influence public 
opinion by waging another type of extra- 
parliamentary opposition when they resist 
government action or campaign for action. 
Trade Unions are, however, in a special 
position as they have at any given time a 
large bloc of sponsored MP’s within Parlia- 
ment ready to campaign on behalf of their 
paymasters’ interest upon instruction! 

Direct action outside Parliament by 
such groups very often replaces action 
through Parliament, yet although the aims 
and methods vary widely, such action can 
be accommodated within the existing 
political system as these groups have limited 
objectives and do not threaten the system 
itself. Thus the most militant Trade Union 
bosses, who can bring the country’s docks 
or railway system to a complete halt over a 
wage demand, represent no threat to the 
political system and can and will be quite 
comfortably accommodated within, and as 
part of, that system. The “honours” and 
political patronage system ensure that they 
receive their ‘rewards’ in due time. 

Limited Opposition is enshrined within 
Britain’s liberal-democratic system, explicitly 
with HM Opposition in Parliament and 
implicitly in the activities of various groups 
outside Parliament, and is crucial to the very 


survival of the ruling political establishment. 


Therefore any party, group or individual 
who attacks Parliamentary Opposition as 


~- ~~ 


~ 


token opposition and threatens the concept 
of limited opposition will inevitably earn the 
hostility and hatred of all those whose 
political existence is dependent on the con- 
tinuance of that system. 

Limited Opposition creates artificial 
divisions concerned only with the details of 
policy, not with the fundamental principles 
and accepted ‘truths’ upon which such 
policies rest. Confrontations between 
Ministers and shadow Ministers are sterile 
debates over details and personalities; within 
Parliament debates become meaningless 
jargon or the venting of petty spites. All act 
to preserve or advance their own position. 
Limited Opposition played out by the 
masters of the game of liberal-democratic 
politics becomes merely a method by which 
the political elite manipulates the political 
life of this country. The concept of Limited 
Opposition prevented any organised resis- 
tance to the railroading through Parliament 
of the legislation that took Britain into the 
EEC; it also prevented resistance by any 
cohesive establishment group to the 1975 
Referendum on the EEC, a masterpiece of 
manipulation by the political elite! It will 
also prevent any organised resistance by any 
group within the political Establishment to 
the final betrayal of the Whites and their 
civilisation in Rhodesia by the Thatcher 
Government. 


NO REAL CHOICE 


One of the greatest triumphs of the 
liberal-democratic political elite that has mis- 
governed Britain for decades has been to 
convince the British people that the 
Opposition within Parliament is a real 
opposition at all, and that at election times a 
real choice exists. In reality the opposition 
and the choice are both a sham and a 
reflection of artificial divisions. In Britain 
only Limited Opposition is allowed by the 
political elite. Any opposition that does not 
accept the rules of the party “game” is seen 
for the danger to the system that it is, and 
is viciously attacked by the combined forces 
of the system. 

An Opposition that accepts the basic 
principles of the liberal-democratic political 
system in Britain is useless as a vehicle for 


fundamental change! A party that believes | 


that there should not simply be constitutional 
reform but that the very structure of our 
political system and many of the institutions 
that support it should be changed and in 
some cases removed entirely, cannot do 
other than reject the concept of limited 
opposition. For such a party, whether the 
existing government is Labour or Conser- 
vative, whether the Prime Minister is a 
Thatcher or a Callaghan, is largely irrelevant. 
They are part of that system that rules 
regardless of election results, and which 
perpetuates itself by promoting a token 
opposition designed to hide the real issues 

and choices that face our Nation. 
Events are now proving that ‘radicalism’ 
Contd. on page 13 


GREAT BRITISH RACIALISTS 


No. 5 THOMAS CARLYLE (1795-1881) 


THOMAS CARLYLE, the Scottish historian 
and essayist, was born at Ecclefechan in 
Dumfriesshire, the son of a stonemason. 
After first studying theology at Edinburgh 
University, he immersed himself in German 
literature, especially the work of Goethe 
which fascinated him. In 1824 he wrote his 
Life of Schiller, in 1825 translated Goethe’s 
Wilhelm Meister and later published a four- 
volume history, German Romance. 

During this time his thought was 
developing into a hard philosophy that 
remained his basic vision of the world — a 
rejection of the times in which he lived, a 
contempt for democratic nostrums and 
laissez-faire economic liberalism, and a 
demand for the leadership of “strong men”’. 
In Sartor Resartus (1834) he affirmed the 
need to reject the false trappings of modern 
civilisation and mass culture, and insisted on 
a hierarchical organisation of society in 
which each individual grapples with a hostile 
environment. 

In The French Revolution (1837) he 
first applied his ideological principles to 
history. In the Revolution as seen by Carlyle, 
great solitary figures far above the masses 
move through an epic storm. In 1841 came 
On Heroes, Hero-Worship and the Heroic in 
History, in which the heroic figure is seen as 
the basic element of historical reality. This 
idea was developed in his vast biographies, 
Oliver Cromwell’s Letters and Speeches and 
the History of Frederick the Great on which 
Carlyle worked for 14 years. 

Carlyle was in a sense the prophet of 
British imperialism, his ideas justifying the 
nation’s heroic expansionism. For Carlyle, 
“the strong thing is the just thing,” and his 
strong men were “not to be got by popular 
election.” He regarded democracy as “despair 
of finding any heroes to govern you, and 
contented putting-up with the want of them.” 

Prof. Robertson comments that Carlyle 
“trampled on the toes of Victorian liberals” 
and flouted their most cherished ideas. He 
believed in the innate qualities of manhood 
whether in king or peasant, and demanded 
the right of nobly born souls of whatever 
rank to rise to be rulers of men. To him, 
therefore, Henry VIII was a “‘much maligned 
man” who “ordained that any man brought 
up who could not prove that he gained his 
living by useful work should be branded 
with a hot iron, and for a second offence 
ordered straight off to the gallows.” 

Carlyle was a convinced racialist and 
was one of the first great British writers to 
take up the Aryan theories of Gobineau. He 
sympathised with the South in the American 
Civil War, greatly admired the Confederate 
General Robert E. Lee and defended the 
“work ethic” basis of slavery in a pamphlet 
entitled An Occasional Discourse On the 
Nigger Question. Conway, in his biography, 


quotes Carlyle as saying: — 

“T have tried to look into the middle of 
things in America and I have seen a people 
cutting throats indefinitely to put the Negro 
into a position for which all experience 
shows him unfit.” 

We learn from his autobiography 
Reminiscences that the victory of the 
Northern states deeply moved him, and that 
he despised the liberal obsession with 
making Negroes ‘equal’. He found himself 
“almost resolved to write a pamphlet upon 
it” but “in a day or two I found I could not 
enter upon that thrice abject Nigger-delirium, 
viler to me than old witchcraft or the ravings 
of John of Munster . . .” John of Munster, of 
course, was a 16th century proto-communist. 

Carlyle had no liking for the Jews. In 
Past and Present he declared that “‘Time, 
Jews, and the task of Governing, will make a 
man’s beard very gray.” When one of the 
Bills concerning the admission of Jews to 
Parliament was pending, L. N. Rothschild 
wrote to Carlyle asking him to write a 
pamphlet in its favour. Carlyle refused, drily 
commenting that he “could not conceive 
why he (Rothschild) and his friends, who 
were supposed to be looking out for the 
coming of Shiloh, should be seeking seats in 
a Gentile legislature.” He told his mother 
that “For the Jew Bill I would not give half 
a snuff of tobacco...” 

Carlyle’s biographer D. A. Wilson 
reports a conversation between Carlyle and 
William Black, in which it was agreed that 
“there was no real fun in the Jews, a cynical 
grin, no honest laughter,” and that they 
were fit only to eat sausages made of toads! 

In December 1875 Carlyle received a 
letter from Bismark, congratulating him on 
reaching his 80th birthday. He remained 
mentally active and survived the degener- 
ation of his writing arm to reach the ripe 
age of 86. 
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KENNETH FODERINGHAM 


The file on three revolutionaries 


ROSA LUXEMBURG 


ROSA LUXEMBURG. (1870-1919) 
OCCUPATION: NONE 

Born Zamosc, Poland. Of middle-class 
Jewish family. Childhood spent in com- 
fortable family atmosphere. 


1889. Expelled from high school, due to 
involvement in revolutionary politics. A 
known. trouble-maker, came into conflict 
with local authorities. Fled to Zurich. Read 
Marx, Engels in preparation for life-long 
addiction to ultra-Left politics. 


1895. Married German immigrant in order to 
obtain German citizenship. Marriage thought 
to be fictitious. Moved to Berlin, joined 
German Social Democratic Party. Began sus- 
tained effort to influence German socialists 
with extreme Left-wing ideas, in particular 
the General Strike as most powerful weapon 
in workers’ class war. Motives suspect since 
she herself was of middle-class background 
and not a worker. 


1905. Returned to Warsaw using different 
name. Encouraged revolutionary groups in 
Poland, Finland, Russia. Returned to 
Germany, spreading seeds of Marxist revo- 
lution. Made violent speeches at public 
meetings, harangued workers, wrote inflam- 
matory pamphlets demanding the destruction 
of Monarchist Nationalism. Became known 
as “Red Rosa”. 


1915. Imprisoned for duration of World War 
I. Continued writing communist literature, 
material smuggled from jail. Acclaimed 1917 
Bolshevik Revolution. 


1918. Released from prison. With associates 
founded German Communist Party, originally 
known as Spartacus League. Organised shop- 
stewards — mainly from Berlin metal 
industries — to agitate for revolution. 
Germany in state of murderous anarchy. 


1919. January. Involved in Berlin communist 
uprising. Defeated by loyal nationalist 
groups. Rosa Luxemburg found in hiding, 
placed under arrest. Taken to Moabit Prison. 
Executed en route by escorts. 
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KARL LIEBKNECHT 


KURT EISNER 


KARL LIEBKNECHT. (1871-1919) 
OCCUPATION: LAWYER 

Born Leipzig, Germany. Brought up in 
political atmosphere of Leftist politics. 
(Father close friend of Karl Marx.) Member 
of German Social Democratic Party. Worked 
for that organisation, practised Law. Jewish 
intellectual. 


1908. Elected to Prussian Chamber of 
Deputies. 


1912. Member of Reichstag (German Parlia- 
ment). Used that platform to expound 
Communism. Consequently spent greater 
part of World War I in prison. 


1918. A_ violent, uncompromising revo- 
lutionary. Founded Spartacus League with 
fellow communists Rosa Luxemburg, Paul 
Levi, Clara Zetkin, Wilhelm Pieck. Party 
Manifesto. proclaimed revolutionary struggle 
against German State; advocated German 
alliance with Lenin’s Bolsheviks; demanded 
abolition of Nation-States by removal of all 
national barriers, so that workers might 
unite to establish international brotherhood, 
i.e. a One World State. 

1918. Oct/Nov/Dec. Organised shop-stewards 
into workers’ action committees for strikes, 
political agitation, street demonstrations, 
industrial disruption, civil riots. Anarchy 
throughout Germany. 

1919. January. Played leading part in Berlin 
revolutionary uprising (Spartacus Revolt). 
Defeated by patriotic Right-wing units, 
consisting of army officers, navy personnel, 
nationalist workers’ groups. 

Liebknecht arrested with Rosa Luxem- 
burg. Declared traitors, executed without 
formality. Bodies thrown into canal, later 
taken for burial. 


KURT EISNER. (1867-1919). 
OCCUPATION: JOURNALIST/THEATRE 
CRITIC. 

Born Galicia, Poland. Jewish intellectual. 


1886. Read philosophy at Friedrich Wilhelm 
University, Berlin. Resigned after three years. 
Engaged in journalism. 

1892. Deserted wife, led erratic wandering 
life of “Bohemian”. Journalist with Frank- 
furter Zeitung. 

1897. Made violent attack against German 
Monarchy, jailed until following year. Drifted 
around Southern Germany, spent several 
years in Marburg. 


1917. Arrived Munich, settled in Schwabing 
(Munich’s artists’ district). Set up head- 
quarters at Cafe Stefanie. With Left-wing 
associates planned strategy, discussed tactics 
for revolution in Bavaria. Headquarters 
known as “Cafe Megalomania”. Earned 
living as theatre critic. 


1918. Agitated for and led General Strike to 
overthrow Bavarian Royal Family. Im- 
prisoned several months, released at request 
of King Ludwig III. Joined editorial staff of 
German Social Democratic Party newspaper 
Forward. Incited general panic by issuing 
false statements to the effect that Munich 
was about to become war zone. Held mass 
rally, exhorted workers to revolt. Declared 
Soviet Republic of Bavaria, formed workers’ 
government, elected himself Prime Minister. 
Military barracks “liberated” weapons 
requisitioned. Army demoralised, without 


firm leadership. Royal Family vacated 
Munich. 
1919. February. Armed revolutionaries 


roamed streets, looting, burning property. 
Squabbles, attempted coups within revo- 
lutionary government. Increasing mob 
violence, society in state of collapse. Eisner a 
target of public abuse. Bavarian naval units 
attempted to establish semblance of law and 
order. Resulted in street fighting. Eisner 
assassinated on Promenade Platz. 


CONCLUSION 


These three misfits were from affluent 
educated families. Yet all three were anxious 
to destroy their own class. Were eager to 
level society into an international, classless 
citizenry of meek, spiritless robots. With no 
nation, no race, no roots. No monarchy, no 
splendour. No traditions, no history. All 
were Jewish. 

Luxemburg was an international para- 
site. Liebknecht a vicious, clever One-World- 
Red. Both are heroes in present-day com- 
munist movements. Kurt Eisner was the 
equivalent of today’s university/art school 
“drop out’. A loose-living drifter, sneering 
at family ties. Anarchist, philanderer and 


intelligent tramp. 


ALL THREE DID THEIR UTMOST TO 
CONVERT A WAR-EXHAUSTED NATION 
INTO A MARXIST TYRANNY OVER 70 
MILLION PEOPLE. THEY ALMOST SUC- 
CEEDED. 


A. T. COOPER 


YOU VILL ANSWER 
OUR QUESTIONS. 
VE HAF VAYS! 


THE OUTCOME of a General Election 
leaves most people pleased or disappointed, 
and Parliamentary candidates surely experi- 
ence these emotions to the greatest degree 
when the votes are announced. For the 
losers especially the aftermath brings a back- 
log of uninspiring tasks — letters of thanks, 
election inquest meetings, expense settle- 
ments etc. There is nothing quite so stale as 
the post-campaign clean up for candidate 
and agent. 

It was therefore refreshing, almost 
flattering, to receive a polite enquiry for 
information after the election from a 
political research group who wanted our 
candidate to fill in a questionnaire. “The aim 
is to get a balanced picture of NF candidates, 
their backgrounds, beliefs and opinions but 
not to identify individuals.” — “The purpose 
of the research is wholly academic.” — “A 
large response is important so that the 
sample is representative of all National Front 
candidates.” — “The results will be published 
in specialist academic journals.” — “We hope 
that you will be willing to co-operate.” etc., 
git, 


I started to go through the questions. 


LUSAKA 


Not half-bad the drums 

After the Second Coming! 

And the throbbing and the bobbing 
Hob-nobbing with black bums! 

In a nest of vulture feathers 
They’re drawing close together, 
And the time was never riper 

For the sale of white skins 

To enhance a lady viper! 


Our Carrington’s stealing 

The prize for wheeler-dealing 

With lesser breeds of Homo. 

When it comes to a betrayal 

He’s impetuous, wears a tail 

At a cannibal feast with baboons 
And uncertain beasts 

Like Muggerby and Kinky Komo. 


And though She’s very proud 
Of her first female initiative — 
(Hark to that thrilling trilling!) 
We mustn’t shout too loud! 
In case old Ted grows pale, 
Clutches his organ and finds instead 
A morning cloud! 
— LEO 


(1—4) Year of birth, sex, schooling and 
present occupation? 

No problems there. 

(5—8) Are you employed in the public 
or private sector? Estimate of gross income 
and would you say that you were well off 
financially or above or below average? 

These seem harmless enough. 

(9-11) How long have you been a 
member of the NF? Have you ever been an 
office holder and what office did you hold? 

Hmm. Odd questions to ask for people 
interested in opinions! 

(12—13) Can I identify different bodies 
of opinion inside the NF and which get my 
sympathy? 

No, brothers, I cannot! We are all of one 
accord and everyone gets my sympathy! 

(14—20) Am I a member of a Trade 
Union and if so which one? Have I previously 
been a member of another party? Did my 
parents belong to a political party? Have I 
ever voted for another party? What prompted 
my interest in politics and how old was I 
at the time? 

Phew! Under the Geneva Convention I 
am only obliged to give my name, rank and 


We is rapin’ 
an killin’ Black 
and White folks. Dat’s 
“‘multi-racial’’ fo’ sure! 


serial number — and that’s all you’re getting! 

(21—24) Will I please give details on my 
local NF party organisation, the number of 
active male and female members and their 
age distribution, and has membership 
increased or decreased? 

Sorry, comrades, not a chance! But full 
Marx for trying! 

What’s the last section? Oh! Ticking 
little boxes to loaded questions about Reds, 
capital and corporal punishment, Race 
(naturally), other parties, organisations and 
nations and finally morality (of course!). 

I sent a photostat to Head Office. The 
Branch Committee then spent a pleasant half 
hour concocting ‘unusual’ answers before 
posting the questionnaire back. 

The “specialist academic 
should make fascinating reading! 


OPPOSITION 

Contd. from page 17 
when preached by an establishment party is 
a mere shell, a device to mislead the voters: 
yet again. A danger exists that a party that 
rejects the concept of limited opposition 
may, for what are seen as short term benefits, 
be drawn into its embrace and compromise 
its principles and its very soul. Such a 
temptation must be resisted. ‘Moderation’ 
(i.e. limited opposition) must be recognised 
as the expression of liberal-democratic 
corruption and be totally rejected. The 
crusade against the liberal system must not 
be deflected by the allurements of such a 
system, but must maintain its resolve to 
destroy it — the cause of so much evil — and 
begin the task of rebuilding a better and 
Greater Britain. 


journals” 


Oh dear, | don’t 
think he’s quite got 
the idea yet. 
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ANTHONY WILLIAMS 


The Liberal Society: 


Environment or Genes? 


I AM SURE I am not the only NF member 
who upon seeing a certain figure of the 
liberal Establishment pouting about “rights” 
and“obligations” to this, that and the other 
anti-British group on race, ponders whether 
the figure’s unimposing appearance belies an 
inherent genetic frailty of mind and body 
peculiar to our present governing class in 
Church and State; but is there evidence for 
this? 

Most political observers acknowledge 
that the British, when voting between the 
Tory, Labour and Liberal parties, are more 
closely aligned to their socio-economic 
background or “class” than any other 
Western country. It might be assumed that 
this class division, especially between Con- 
servative and Labour would be reflected in 
their respective candidates. In fact they 
come from a surprisingly narrow sector of 
our population, unlike National Front 
candidates. This observation prompted the 
left wing New Society to comment (1977): 

“To an electorate who are offered a 
choice between the highly educated and the 
highly educated, between the upper middle 
class and the upper middle class, the anti- 
elitism of Front candidates and policies may 
be attractive.” 

The comment that the Front is “anti- 
elitist” is interesting because it identifies the 
personalities and ideology behind its 
opponents as being the sproduct of a 
particular peer group, although in the case of 
Labour the policies are supposedly geared to 
appeal to a quite different group. 

No reader will need reminding of the 
world of difference between our policies and 
those of the Old Gang, yet the bulk of the 
population in Britain are by no means the 
intractable liberal internationalists of the 
type represented in Parliament. What then 
are the factors which operate on the 
selection of and attitudes of this “‘parlia- 
mentary class” — modelling its thinking so 
uniformly that not a word of dissent is heard 
when it comes to basic liberal assumptions 
and submission to alien interests. 


MORE THAN LIKELY 


From what we are coming to know of 
genetic factors in the evolution of societies 
ancient and modern, then the presence of 
such a trait in our present governing class is 
not just a possibility, it is more than likely. 

In 1753 Jean-Jacques Rousseau first 
tackled this issue, opening his Discourse 
with the words, “I conceive that there are 
two kinds of inequality among the human 
species; one, which I call natural or physical, 
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because it is established by nature ... and 
another, which may be called moral or 
political inequality because it depends on a 
kind of convention, and is established, or at 
least authorised by the consent of men.” He 
made a distinction between inequality 
between races — which he considered 
ineradicable and fixed by nature — and that 
between individuals and classes of the same 
society which he thought artificial. These 
latter differences were assumed to have 
arisen as societies developed, as a result of an 
environment encouraging different specialist 
pursuits. 

This social view of the class structure 
was developed in the next century by 
Lamarck before Darwin’s evolutionary impli- 
cations were developed. However, he laid the 
foundations for Karl Marx to present the 
theory in classical form in his Critique of the 
Gotha Programme based on the idea that 
when the social economic environment (i.e. 
Capitalism) changed, the nature of man 
himself would change. This involved the 
absurd suggestion that crime, prostitution, 
oppression and exploitation would all dis- 
appear since the state of capitalism which 
had “produced” these evils would itself have 
disappeared. Everyone would, he fantasised, 
achieve equally because all had equal 
potential — along with any elitism, even the 
state itself would wither away! Incredibly, 
most socialist and liberal political thought 
makes this fundamental assumption; that the 
unjust nature of a given society causes the 
evils and inequalities. 


INTIMATELY CONNECTED 


Far more likely is the possibility that 
the normal laws of evolution and natural 
selection are still working on individuals and 
societies, as they have races, to separate and 
differentiate out certain groups with 
particular genetic traits. The great 19th 
century scientist T. H. Huxley discussed 
Roussea’s theory even before genetics was 
studied and wrote, “Before drawing this 
sharp line between natural and _ political 
inequality, might it not be as well to enquire 
whether they are not intimately connected, 
in such a manner that the latter is essentially 
a consequence of the former?” Later, 
Herbert Spencer supported this theme of 
evolutionary mechanisms working on 
inherited characteristics to produce stratified 
societies. 

This said, we now return to the social 
group in Britain today from which the 
governmental “elite” appears to be selected. 
If that group has been selected as the 
“fittest” to lead the nation, then from 


whence comes its ideology of “tolerance” 
and pacifism which breaks down the 
cohesion of race and values weakness above 
virility, its materialism which denies all 
patriotic superpersonal values, all higher 
significance of life, its purile mediocrity and 
cult of the compromise? What has happened 
to the instincts of self-preservation, fruitful- 
ness, beauty and extension of power? 

The answer is provided by the most 
recent analysis of the effect of genetics made 
by C. D. Darlington in The Evolution of Man 
and Society. He highlights the tendency of 
classes, once established, to perpetuate 
themselves by adopting more or less strict 
rules of inbreeding which make sure that 
marriage outside the class is not common. 
The result is stability, but at the price of 
stagnation and a halt in progress and reform. 
The reason for this, as Darlington makes 
clear, is that fundamental changes in 
inherited qualities are by the mutation of 
the genes themselves which is a rare, and 
random process. Much more significant is 
the recombination of the immensely varied 
human gene pool by ‘hybridization’ between 
hitherto separate social groups — though 
not between races as these have incompatible 
evolutionary characteristics. 


‘CLASSLESS’ SOCIETIES 


Numerous recorded examples appear to 
indicate clearly that periods of innovation 
and development in the past have relied 
upon the movement of different individuals 
between classes. Today, however, the 
governing class need not even be a product 
of the society it is governing. Even in the self 
proclaimed ‘classless’ society of the USA, 
some genetically based groups have competed 
for influence better than others. Hence, the 
Jews for example occupy governmental 
positions disproportionate to their 5% of the 
population, something of which they can 
justly be proud, but unlikely to be due 
simply to a suitable environment. 

The implication of all this for us in the 
National Front is that the governing class in 
Britain today has become an unrepresen- 
tative, weak-minded, effete and creatively 
sterile genetically based minority which 
since the genetic impoverishment of the 
First and Second World Wars, is dragging the 
West through a period of stagnation and 
cultural regression. 

If real change is to come, as it must if 
we are to survive as a racial entity, then it 
will never come from pinning our hopes on 
the existing governing class since it has 
proved itself sick to the core. We need 
instead, if reform is to come, entirely new 
men from outside this class, men and women 
with novel skills and talents who must grasp 
the reins of power with revitalised energy 
and innovation. By the very nature of the 
old gang parties, such individuals would be 
denied an opportunity to progress — so it is 
only in the ranks of the National Front that 
there is any hope for our nation. 


ANGLO-SAXONDOM 


Contd. from page 9 


and bloodshed that have weakened the 
European races in the past. I see only 
commonsense in the recognition that these 
European cultures are mutually interde- 
pendent and should be commonly safe- 
guarded against the intrusion of mutually 
alien cultures. I see no reason for barriers 
to intermarriage among individuals of related 
European ethnic groups on a limited scale. 
In short, there is nothing wrong with the 
idea of the European world presenting, as far 
as possible, a common front against the non- 
European world. 

But within this European world it seems 
to me abundantly obvious that we are closer 
to North Europeans than to other Europeans 
and we are closest of all to those among the 
North European groups who are British or 
who originated from British stock, in other 
words the members of Anglo-Saxondom. 

Therefore it is to these latter peoples 
that our hands of kinship should go out first 
and foremost. It is with these peoples that 
we have the greatest chance of building a 
future association that will endure on the 
basis of firm ties. And, I submit, it is these 
peoples — equalled only by the Germans — 
who possess in their inheritance the highest 
reserves of genius of all kinds that are 
needed in the making of a better world (this 
is not to denigrate other Northern European 
ethnic groups, like the Dutch, who are equal 
in quality but not as significant in quantity). 

The communities of Anglo-Saxondom 
have had their conflicts in the past and may 
have further conflicts to come before their 
destiny is realised. Anglo-Saxondom of 
America had to fight a war to establish that 
it was not under the thumb of Anglo- 
Saxondom of Britain. Anglo-Saxondom of 
Britain needs in the future to take political 
and economic action to establish that it is 
not under the thumb of America. Anglo- 
Saxons in the Dominions of the British 
Empire had to make their declarations at 
various times that they were not under the 
United Kingdom thumb. Anglo-Saxons in 


SHOW THE FLAG 


FLAGS, ROSETTES, 
POLES ETC. 
SEND STAMP FOR LIST 


W. BROWN, 20 SUTTON WAY, 
HESTON, MIDDX, TW5 0JA 


CALLING STUDENTS 


If you are starting at University, College, Poly- 
technic or on a day-release course in 1979, then 


the Young National Front Students Organisation 
wants to hear from you. Please write to YNF 
Students Organiser Nick Griffin at Hill House, 
Huntingfield, Halesworth, Suffolk. 


CECIL RHODES . 
A British race-patriot and a dedicated 
campaigner for the unity of Anglo-Saxondom 


the American South once felt the need to 
break free of the grip of (mainly) Anglo- 
Saxons in the American North. To a good 
many Southerners that need still exists 
today. 

But when all this is said and done the 
fact remains that Anglo-Saxondom still 
represents a definable ethnic and cultural 
community, with an identity that is dis- 
tinguishable at a glance by reference to 
language, music, literature, art, customs and 
institutions and — not least — physical type. 


We Anglo-Saxons live in a world in 
which racial groups other than ourselves 
think and act much more strongly than we 
do in racial terms. As a result the leadership 
of the world which could be ours is not ours 
and the power and influence which we could 
and should possess we do not possess. We 
have lost ground to others who are our 
inferiors in creative achievement and 
potential but our superiors in race-will. 

Behind the blatherings of liberals and 
utopians about ‘peace’ and ‘brotherhood’ 
among the nations there are gathering the 
stormclouds once again of a titanic inter- 
national conflict. It will not, as in the past, 
be a conflict of flags or kings or fought in 
the service of Gods and rights. It will be a 
conflict over the brute issue of race survival 
— with the world’s resources as its prize. Will 
those resources of food and industry, of 
human sustenance, belong to our race or to 
others? For they cannot belong to every- 
body — human fecundity in the modern 
world rules this out. 

Our racial enemies know of this conflict 
and are organising and preparing for it. We 
will not be organised or prepared for it if we 
still continue to think in terms of the petty 
particularism over which we have fought 
battles among ourselves in past ages. When 
Anglo-Saxondom faces its ultimate battle 
with its back to the wall, it will not matter 
whether one’s ancestors supported George 
Washington or George III, whether one’s 
great great grandfather boarded the ship at 
Tilbury for Australia or changed his mind at 
the last moment and stayed at home. It will 
matter only that a great and mighty Anglo- 
Saxon nation comes at last into its own and 
marches towards the future supreme and 
unconquerable! 
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SIR: The otherwise most admirable series 
“Great British Racialists” was marred for me 
in No. 3 by the sentence which ended, 

. the now accepted theory that the 
different races of man evolved separately 
from different ancestral species.” Such a 
theory, despite the credence given it by 
some reputable anthropologists — Carleton 
Coon, among others — really belongs with 
ptolemaic epicycles, the four humours, anti- 
phlogiston, and the ether. It requires a belief 
in convergent evolution which is contrary to 
the whole observable process of evolutionary 
development. As far back as we care to trace 
evolution, from the initial bifurcation of 
undifferentiated life into the animal and 
vegetable kingdoms, the process has been 
one of the subdivision of a homogeneous 
root stock into varieties. Skipping over, for 
the sake of brevity, earlier stages, let us 
begin with the order of primates. It divided 
into sub-orders, one of which was the sub- 
order of anthropoids. In time, the anthro- 
poids branched out into gorillas, chimpanzees, 
orangs, gibbons and hominids. These are 
known as “families.” The family of hominids 
began to break up into various genera. One 
was the genus Homo. Homo subdivided into 
species and the sole surviving species is our 
own: Homo sapiens. Our species has sub- 
divided into races. 

This then is the pattern of evolution: 
generalised root stock; subdivision into 
variants; competition-conflict-elimination, or 
the expulsion of the losers to remote areas; 
and a repetition of the process with the new 
root stock. Always divergence. 

The theory that species can converge 
into mutually fertile races defies all logic and 
all empirical evidence. 

PETER H. PEEL, Ph.D. 
Reseda, California. 


Editor’s comment: ‘Convergent’ or rather 
parallel evolution is not “contrary to the 
whole observable process of evolutionary 
development.” A particularly well known 
example of parallel evolution is provided by 
the marine gastropods known as ‘sea butter- 
flies’, and all zoologists agree on this. 
Basically, there are two theories of racial 
evolution involved; both need serious study, 


Page sixteen 


and neither is just to be dismissed as 
ptolemaic nonsense. Dr. Peel’s view, sup- 
ported by many authorities, is that one of 
the ‘races’ of Homo erectus evolved into 
Homo sapiens, which subsequently diverged 
into the races of modern man. The other 
view, expressed in my article and supported 
by Prof. Coon, is that the various races of 
modern man originated from different ‘races’ 
of Homo erectus (or different species of 
Pithecanthropus if you regard them as 
generically distinct). Thus, according to this 
latter view, the erectus race of Java Man gave 
rise to the modern Australoids, and the 
erectus race of Pekin Man gave rise to the 
modern Mongoloids. Prof. Baker, one of the 
most esteemed authorities on race, advises 
that it is unwise to dogmatise on either point 
of view. R.V. 


SIR: Points provoked by your eulogy of 
Darwinian evolution: 1) Piltdown, Java, 
Pekin and Nebraska Man, all main planks of 
fossil evidence, have been shown to be 
fraudulent. 2) Embyrology is now discredited 
as a form of proof, particularly in view of 
Haeckel’s phony Law of Recapitulation. 
3) Teilhard de Chardin, Jesuit and palaen- 
tologist, who figured in the discoveries of 
Piltdown, Java and Pekin Man, was funded 
to the tune of tens of thousands of pounds 
by the Carnegie Institute and the Rockefeller 
Foundation. Towers asserts that Teilhardist 
theistic evolution is the doctrinal basis of 
today’s Christian-Marxist ecumenical 
syncretist movement. 4) Darwinism is com- 
pulsory dogma in all Marxist educational. 
establishments while genetics is officially 
designated “capitalist propaganda”. Another 
irony of history? 5) Prof. J. B. S. Haldane: 
“The barrier of inter-specific sterility is the 
most serious argument against Darwin’s 
Organic evolution.” Put empirically, just 
where is the evidence which shows that some 


thing has evolved into some other different 
living thing (not variety) which can repro- 
duce, but is infertile with the parent stock? 
6) Prof. Fleming Jenkin remarked: “Darwin’s ~ 
idea that a species could be modified by a 
favourable variation occurring in an individual 
was the same as arguing that the arrival of 
one shipwrecked European sailor on an 
island of Negroes would result in the popu- 
lation turning white over one or two 
centuries.” 7) Profs. Lefevre, Vialleton, 
Carrazini, Fleischmann, Barnes, Blick, Lord 
Kelvin and Sir Ambrose Fleming are just a 
few eminent scientists who have denounced 
this theory. 

DEREK HOLLAND, 

Huntingdon, Cambs. 


Editor’s comment: 1) Java Man and Pekin 
Man have certainly not been shown to be 
‘fraudulent’. 2) Evolution does not depend 
at all on the now discarded ‘recapitulation’ 
theory. That widely different species have 
similar embryos is now interpreted in another 
way. There is no biogenetic ‘law’ requiring 
ancestors to resemble embryos. 3) Teilhard 
de Chardin’s efforts to square evolution with 
God is not a problem for evolutionists. How 
a theologian interprets the evolutionary 
process is really irrelevant. 4) Yes, it is an 
absurd irony. Marxists largely accept 
Darwinism but reject its essential corollary 
of genetics because the latter does not 
support egalitarianism. 5) The evidence is 
the geological proof that not all species were 
on earth at the same time. 6) Darwin would 
not have suggested that. 7) There will always 
be opponents of any theory. However no 
scientist of repute today is an anti- 
evolutionist, which is the view of a tiny and 
dwindling minority. Some Christians seem to 
make an unnecessary issue of evolution, 
since evolution and a creative power, or 
God, are not incompatible. R.V. 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 
month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. You 
This month’s winner (below) was 


could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. 


published in the Port Ta/bot Guardian. 


Hasn’t Mr. Pritchard 
found .out yet one can 


means of a huge repressive 
beaurocracy. 


Front cannot; neither can 


Both redundant Welsh miners. 


readily advance the growth 
of Communism by lurking 
behind the Labour Party’s 
red banner? That is. why I 
left the Labour Party for 
the National Front, 

with many other trade un- 
ionists. ; 

The British worker has 
not one, but two, natural 
enemies. One is the more 
obvious monopoly 
capitalism and the other is 
Communism; both regard 
him as dm economic unit 
requiring 1,500 calories per! 


day. One. antiquated 


system worships its private 
property, and the-con- 
sumer society, -while the’ 
other denies all’ individual 
expression and liberty: by 


economic systems allow 
power, sometimes by 
default, to fall. into the 
hand of the few Zionists. I 
say all label to the British 


Pre ve never ‘lauded the 
achievements’ of German 
fascism, or anyone else’s 
form of fascism. The 


National Front is opposed 


to both. Communism and 
monopoly capitalism as 
they are merely two sides 
of the same’ coin: inter- 
nationalism and free trade. 

If Mr. Pritchard can see 
the benefits of inter- 
national trade when 74,000 
tonnes of foreign coal are 
regularly dumped at Port 
Talbot dock, the National 


Mr. Pritchard talks glibly 
of socialism by which he 
means, no doubt, oW- 


fashioned: socialism of the 


Labour Party. 

Let’s take a look at those 
who. call ‘themselves 
Labour Party socialists: Sir 
Harold Wilson, Lady 


Falkender and James 


ceneaees ‘ail-sent their 
hildren ‘to’ the so-called 
public schools. Yet‘these 
people. were instrumental 
in: abolishing grammar 
schools, the one chance 
working class children had 
of making something of 
themselves. I read today 
that Len Murray is ns 
of moving into a £60,000 

house. Very working class! 


THE GREAT 
ENERGY HOAX 


Reprinted with aknowledgements to ON 
TARGET 


JAMES CROSSBOW wrote at length on 
“The So-Called ‘Energy Crisis’ ’ (see On 
Target 5th and 19th May, 1979). Further 
confirmation of James Crossbow’s material 
appeared in an article with the above 
heading, which was published in On Target 
(Australian edition, 27.7.79) which we have 
pleasure in reproducing in full:— 

Malcolm Muggeridge has observed that 
as a result of technology, never before have 
so many people read so much, heard so 
much, and looked at so much, with the 
result that never before in the human race 
have so many people believed such absurd 
nonsense. The “Age of Enlightenment” has 
seen centralised control of propaganda used 
to perpetrate the most incredible hoaxes. 
The much publicised “energy crisis” is one 
of those hoaxes. 

Energy: the Created Crisis, by the dis- 
tinguished research expert, Dr. Antony 
Sutton, will, like the author’s previous 
carefully documented works, . National 
Suicide and Wall Street and the Rise of Hitler, 
be ignored by the general media. But ignoring 
the truth does not alter the truth. Sutton, of 
course, only confirms what a number of 
commonsense commentators have been 
saying for some time. Gary Allen, author of 
the best-selling None Dare Call It Conspiracy, 
The Rockefeller File and similar works, has 
revealed in American Opinion how the oil 
crisis has been carefully contrived, with 
some of the main beneficiaries being the 
international oil consortiums. 


ARMAND HAMMER 


Spotlight, the Washington-based weekly, 
quotes Armand Hammer, head of Occidental 
Petroleum, as stating at a recent Embassy 
party in Washington that “stories of the 
OPEC price rises should hold no fears for 
Americans. Twice the oil reserves of the 
entire world are in three States — Colorado, 
Utah and Wyoming, most of it in Colorado 
— enough to last 100 years. Occidental 
has 5,000 acres on lease, and we have 1.2 
billion barrels in those 5,000 acres. We can 
produce it at $15 a barrel.” Those familiar 
with the truth about the Communist revo- 
lution, as distinct from the popular delusions, 
are familiar with the key role the Hammer 
family has played in financing and sustaining 
the Soviet Union. Armand Hammer under- 
stands the nature of the struggle for world 
power, and the vital, importance of oil. As 
do the Rockefellers and similar people 
openly committed to establishing a New 
International Economic Order in which basic 


commodities, including oil, are scheduled to 
be brought under the control of International 
Commodity Boards. 

While it is elementary that oil is a finite 
commodity, and should be used conser- 
vatively, even with the wasteful use of this 
commodity, most of this resulting from the 
policies of governments, it is contrary to all 
the known facts to insist that there is a 
threatened shortage in the near future. It is 
true that the Arab producers are limiting 
production in an endeavour to apply leverage 
on the West, particularly the United States, 
on the issue of Zionist Israel and the plight 
of the Palestinian refugees. But while the oil 


* 


Dependence on Arab oil is a myth. Twice 
the oil reserves of the whole world lie in 
three American states, apart from the new 
reserves of Mexico and the North Sea. 


weapon was used in 1973, resulting in Dr. 
Henry Kissinger exploiting the crisis to urge 
advancement of the Rockefeller New Inter- 
national Economic Order (NIEO) plan to 
bring all oil under international control, 
creating a temporary shortage, it was not 
long before there was an oil glut. The 
current crisis was triggered by the Iranian 


Revolution, which raises the question of 
how the Shah was toppled. 

However, offsetting the reduction in oil 
from Iran, there has in recent years been the 
development of major new oil fields in the 
North Sea, Mexico, Venezuela and Alaska. 
Dr. Sutton writes in his new book that the 
“mythical energy crisis can be dismissed 
with a few statistics. The United States con- 
sumes about 73 quads of energy per year. 
There is available now in the United States, 
excluding solar energy, and without oil and 
gas imports, about 150,000 quads. Conse- 
quently we have sufficient energy resources 
to keep us functioning at our present rate of 
consumption for about 2,000 to 3,000 
years.” This is not the statement of a 
political commentator, but that of one of 
the Western world’s most distinguished 
research experts, meticulously documenting 
from the most authoritative sources. 


VESTED INTERESTS 


It is elementary that if people can be 
stampeded into believing that there is a 
shortage of a badly required commodity, 
they will then be prepared to pay a much 
higher price. While increased prices for crude 
oil are, temporarily, benefitting the Arabs, 
they are also benefitting the international 
consortiums, as witnessed by their increased 
profits. But generally overlooked is the 
vested interest of Governments in the oil 
question. A major part of rising oil prices is 
taxation, as witnessed by the Fraser Govern- 
ment’s policies. Australia produces approxi- 


‘mately 70% of its own oil requirements. 


Even with high taxation, Australians were 
able to obtain oil at a much lower price than 
was being paid in other countries. Mr. Fraser 
and his advisers insisted that the price of 
Australian oil should be substantially 
increased to world parity. Which means that 
the price of Australian oil is now geared to 
the increasing oil prices imposed by OPEC. 
And the Canberra Government is a major 
beneficiary of this arrangement, having 
taken an estimated $700 million from the 
Australian people since May. This in turn 
will produce more inflation. All the evidence 
indicates that the “energy crisis” has been 
deliberately produced to create depression 
conditions and a situation essential for the 
advance of the New International Economic 
Order strategy. Mr. Fraser is a keen advocate 
of the NIEO. 
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N.F. ACTIVISTS IN ACTION 


TUESDAY, 18th September, between 6.30 
and 7.00 p.m. Turned dark early, and raining. 
Destination Watford, the library next to the 
Town Hall. 

Not just my destination but from all 
over West, North and North West London 
and Hertfordshire people are setting out for 
the same destination, the library, Watford. I, 
like every other, look forward to meeting 
old friends and maybe making new ones 
amongst fellow racial nationalists as we go 
into action together again. The journey 
seems endless. Nobody wants to be late and 
miss the fun. 

Guest of ‘honour’ at the library is a 
Communist Black murderer of young children 
and babies whose profession is probably best 
described as family butcher. The gutless 
Black killer entered this country as part of 
the ‘Patriotic Front’ delegation to the 
Rhodesia conference. 

7.15 p.m. Watford Junction. Walk 
across the station forecourt towards the 
Library about ten minutes’ walk away. Two 
police officers watch from a police car 
carefully concealed in a taxi rank with lights 
off. Still raining, but there’s the Town Hall 
and the Library. It’s a bit early so a beer 
might be nice. No, press on, we don’t want 
to miss anything. 

7.25 p.m. The Library — and, as luck 
would have it, a pub. Now for a beer. Friends 
and compatriots start to arrive, the mood 
builds up. Everyone talks of the rush to be 
on time, news is exchanged and then the 
subject is tonight. We must get as many into 
the hall as possible to make our presence 
felt. Should we go in early or late, in ones, 
twos or threes? 

Someone recalls that one Fenner Brock- 
way, nonegenarian race traitor and subversive, 
now a Lord but one time Labour MP for 
Eton & Slough is on the platform tonight. 
We'll tell him what we think of him later. 
Just a minute, why not do it now — he’s just 
entered the pub with two women. The 
young one looks like an advert for horse 
meat and the older one looks like the horse. 
The Lord’s suit is dark blue — well, in 
between the stains it is. Ash from his pipe 
has long since burned little holes in his waist- 
coat and continues to do so while we watch. 
He looks over at us nervously. Maybe he 
thinks we’re going to press his suit. 

One of the lads gives him and the horse 
a leaflet with a picture of a butchered and 
raped woman with her dead baby nearby. 
Brockway and Co. are unimpressed. They’re 
only White people. 

7.55 p.m. Brockway rises to leave — the 
meeting will start shortly. Finish your beer 
— let’s go. 

7.58 p.m. Through the door, behind the 
Lord, up the stairs, lined with soppy 6 stone 
lefties all of whom carry a health warning on 
their armbands, Official Steward. 
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Graham John, NF West London 
Regional Organiser, describes a call 


paid by NF activists on a meeting 
in support of ‘Patriotic Front’ 
terrorists. 


GRAHAM JOHN 


8.00 p.m. Meeting starts — only three of 
us got in. Enemy count: 40 seated, 15 
stewards and others. Well, we came to do a 
job — let’s do it. 

Chairman of the meeting, Liberal 
candidate Bruce Bodle, speaks. “Let’s start 
then. Tonight we are pleased to have with us 
Lord Brockway, once Labour MP for Eton & 
Slough, and also our guest from Zimbabwe 
Mr....” and that’s as far as he gets. 
~ “Murderer! Child killer! Cowardly Black 
thug!”’ 

Bodle waits for us to stop — but we 
don’t. 

“You should be ashamed to sit with this 
cowardly murderer. Remember Natasha 
Glenny, 6 months old, stabbed in the back. 
Whose a brave nigger then?” 

Bodle gavels like a maniac — maybe he’ll 
have a fit. 

“ll have to ask you to leave!” he 
screams. 

“Go on, then — ask us — we're not 
going anyway. Murdering Black — you'll 
hang for that!” 

Bodle, starting from off-white, begins to 
change colour and moves through the 
spectrum, to sickly green, blue, a fetching 
shade of purple and very, very red. He 
becomes hysterical. 

“If you don’t go I'll ask the stewards to 
remove you!” he screeches, nodding to the 
gang of unclean louts spread around the 
room. The stewards close in. 


“That Black is a child killer, a mass 
murderer. He kills little baby girls by stabbing 
them in the back ‘cos he hasn’t got the guts 
to face a baby girl. You're going to hang, 
you murderer!” 

One steward reaches for one of us and 
says: “Come on, you’re leaving.” 

My other companion points out that to 
touch one of us would be a gross error of 
judgement as we are prepared to defend 
ourselves to the last and, whilst we might be 
overwhelmed, casualties to stewards, the 
assembly and damage to property would 
undoubtedly be substantial. These were not 
the exact words used, but something like it. 

On hearing this, the stewards step back 
from us to await further instructions from 
Bodle. 

“You stinking Black killer, butcher! 
You Whites should be ashamed to sit with 
this murderer! You're going to hang! 
Remember little Natasha Glenny!”’ 

Bodle foams: ‘‘You must leave!” 

“We ll leave only when asked to do so 
by the police. If you like having child killers 
as guests why don’t you invite Menachem 
Begin. You two wogs will get on fine 
discussing how you murder White people.” 

Bodle is weak now. The police are 
coming. 

“Why is that murdering Black walking 
free? It’s your doing, Bodle, you're as guilty 
as he is. Traitor!” 

8.12 p.m. Police arrive. Confidential 
chat with Bodle. 

officer, 


“Nick the 
murderer!” 

Bodle points us out — police advance on 
us. Barracking continues. Bodle, very weak 
now but heartened by police presence, asks 
us to leave and requests our names and 
addresses. 

“Who do you think you are, Bodle — 
you're nobody. We're not leaving and we're 
not giving our name and addresses except if 
requested by the police. How can you sit 
there with that Black murderer? He murders 
baby girls. Gutless Black killer!” 

“O.K.” (police officer, at least two 
crowns) “I’m asking you to leave. We’ll talk 
about it outside.” 

“Certainly, officer.” We rise to leave, 
walk down the gangways to the door next to 
the stage, barracking all the way. 

By now everyone knows the Black 
murders babies and he’s got to hang, but we 
keep reminding them. We are leaving peace- 
fully at police request and under their escort. 

At the door by the stage two stewards 
bar our way. A curt nod and one moves. The 
other moves, but not far. Here comes 
trouble. 

We start to walk through. “Fascist!” 
The untouchables come closer. The person 
at the front of our group of three turns to 
reply to the insults. The steward grabs his 


Black, he’s a 


ba Sal 


arm and starts to push. Mistake number one, 
and the steward’s last of the evening. He is 
promptly propelled backwards, his arms 
flailing helplessly. His foot catches the stage, 
he crashes backwards knocking sundry items 
of seditious literature across the floor and 
ends up in an unsightly heap at the feet of 
Lord Brockway and various police officers. 
A girl screams and starts to cry. She hit one 
of our lads and hurt herself more than him! 

A police officer, seeing the affray, 
promptly nicks our bloke, doing his duty in 
defence of a mass murderer and his tuppenny 
ha’penny White cohort who attacked a 
patriot. 


The local paper reported a “handful of 
hecklers” and “a steward pushed to the 
ground.” No mention of what we said. The 
controlled press don’t want the people to 
know. 

Most people in Watford didn’t know 
about this Black murderer’s skulking presence 
in their town. Some welcomed him. Many 
didn’t care. 

He now knows how we feel and — 
whenever and wherever in this country — 
murdering, cowardly dregs such as this Black 
manifest themselves, we will be there. 

No matter what the odds — we will be 
there! 


MR. ANDREW FOUNTAINE 


Mr. Andrew’ Fountaine, formerly 
Deputy-Chairman of the National Front, 
was expelled from the party by a Disciplinary 
Tribunal on September 17th. He was found 
guilty of eight breaches of the NF Consti- 
tution under four separate charges, including 
the communication of confidental Direc- 
torate business to the Guardian newspaper 
following directives that he should not com- 
municate such business to the media. The 
charges all related to actions committed 
between the 8th and the 29th July. Mr. 
Fountaine did not avail himself of the 
opportunity to appeal the Tribunal’s verdict 
to the National Directorate. 

Contrary to suggestions in the media, 
the charges preferred against Mr. Fountaine 
by the National Directorate on the 29th July 
had nothing to do with his candidature for 
the Chairmanship of the Directorate. Mr. 


ANNUAL N.F. REMEMBRANCE 
DAY PARADE 


SUNDAY 11th NOVEMBER, 1979 


Assemble: 2.00 pm Bressenden Place, Victoria Street, SW1 

(1 minute from Victoria BR and Tube station) 
March Off: 2.30 pm via Victoria Street and Parliament Square 
Cenotaph Ceremony: 3.00 pm — 3.20 pm 
Patriotic Rally: 4.00 pm after short march from Whitehall. 


Please dress smartly for this solemn occasion! 


Fountaine’s declaration that he intended to 
stand for the Chairmanship of the party in 
the 1979 Directorate elections was made 
after a warning to him from NF Chairman 
John Tyndall that his actions could lead to 
disciplinary measures being taken against 
him. Mr. Fountaine was allowed to stand 
nominated in the elections because, though 
facing a Disciplinary Tribunal by that time, 
he was still a member of the party possessing 
the full rights of membership. The NF 
Constitution stipulated that a Disciplinary 
Tribunal must sit within 42 days of the issue 
of charges. Consequently the Tribunal was 
obliged to sit before polling day in the 
elections. It was convened on the last day of 
the 42-day period,. September 17th. This 
date was chosen by Mr. Fountaine and his 
legal advisers. 


REPRINTED AT LAST! A CLASSIC BOOK ON RACE 


THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM 
by Prof. W. C. George 


No student of the race issue can afford to be without this book, the best 
short introduction to the biology of the race issue. Chapters on heredity, 
physical and mental race differences, genetics, the inheritance of intelligence, 
race-mixing and the nonsense of racial equality. Highly recommended. 


Obtainable from Nationalist Books, price £1.00 + 17p postage 


ELECTIONS 
TO NATIONAL 
DIRECTORATE 


In the 1979/80 elections to the National 
Directorate of the National Front, the results 
were as follows:— 


Ballot for Chairman: 
JOHN TYNDALL... . 1480 votes 


Andrew Fountaine ... . 883 votes 
Ballot for Deputy-Chairman: 

ANDREW BRONS ... 1444 votes 

Paul Kavanagh ....... 774 votes 


In the ballot for the seven vacant places 
on the Directorate, the results were as 
follows:— 


Andrew Brons ...... 1528 votes 
Richard Franklin .... 1000 votes 
Beryl Mitchellics G2. 2 986 votes 
Richard Edmonds ..... 958 votes 
Paul Kavanagh ....... 927 votes 
Helena Steven ....... 901 votes 


Nicholas Wakeling. .... 884 votes 


Unsuccessful candidates in alphabetical 
order were: Gary Acres, John Barnes, Gordon 
Brown, Michael Cowley, John Fishwick, 
George Flaxton, Nicholas Fridd, Stanley 
Goodwin, Ronald Hadlow, Marilyn James, 
Graham John, Harold Jones, Beverley 
Matthews, Susan McKenzie, Kenneth Mc- 
Killiam, Charles Parker, Bruce Pell, Royston 
Pert, Charles Phillips, David Smith, Bill 
Stockton and Jean White. 


NATIONALIST 
BOOKS 


WEB OF DECEIT Malcolm Ross £1.00 + 
13%p postage 
There are an increasing number of books dealing 
with specialised aspects of the conspiracy against 
the West, aimed at people with some back- 
ground knowledge. Here, a Canadian school- 
teacher has given a brief, clear summary aimed 
at the reader seeking an introduction to the 
situation. There are chapters on communism, 
Zionism, international finance, the Church and 
the mass media. 1978, 106pp. 


SPOTLIGHT ON THE BILDERBERGERS 

£2.00 + 17p postage 
This book is amust for those who were intrigued 
by the item on the Bilderbergers in last month's 
Spearhead. \t is not a narrative but a collection 
of documents and reports, compiled by the 
influential American group Liberty Lobby which 
makes essential reading for students of supra- 
national conspiracy. 1978, 64pp. 


THE FRAUDULENT GOSPEL-POLITICS AND 
THE WORLD COUNCIL OF CHURCHES 
Bernard Smith £1.00 + 17p postage 
This is the second edition of a book that aroused 
great interest when it first appeared. The author 
writes from the point of view of a practising 
Christian and exposes calmly and thoroughly 
the subversive, murderous and anti-White moti- 
vation of the WCC. 1979, 139pp. 
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WHY SPACE IS SILENT 


Reprinted with acknowledgements to INSTAURATION, Box 76, Cape Canaveral, 


Florida 32920. 


EQUALITARIANISM has been pro- 
moted so hard in recent years that it 
has now been extended to the cosmos 
itself. The earth has. now been 
repeatedly described as a planet like 
any other planet, and since there may 
be billions of galaxies, it is obvious, if 
our cosmos levellers are to be believed, 
that our little spaceship is no great 
shakes. The calculus of probability 
(their probability) goes on to assure 
us that a sizeable percentage of these 
planets have intelligent life forms like 
our own. In other words, we are now 
not only equal on earth, but equal to 
everyone everywhere. 

Instaurationists instinctively dislike 
this proposition because it tears down 
our feeling of uniqueness — as, of 
course, it is designed to do. Not having 
the statistical or astronomical know- 
ledge to substantiate our disagreement 
with the prevailing theories of cosmic 
sameness, we were pleased to find 
someone who has done the job for us, 
someone with the highest academic 
and scientific qualifications. 

In an article in Natural History 
Magazine (May 1979), Robert G. 
Wesson takes a hard look at the 2.5 
billion planets which are supposedly 
capable of supporting life in the 250- 
billion-star Milky Way. Wesson begins 
by attacking the assumption that the 
mere presence of life itself guarantees 
progressive evolution toward ever 
higher forms of intelligence. He shows 
that many organisms here on earth 


Send 20p for information pack. 


To: 
P.O. BOX 105 
LONDON E.C.2. 
(Tel. 01-739 2187) 
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have reached a certain level of 
evolution and then stopped dead in 
their tracks (jelly fish and herbivores), 
some often going into a sharp reverse. 
Even man, in most cases, has not 
made consistent progress. The higher 
civilisations do not show a linear rise 
in intelligence, but often a jagged 
curve of rise and fall. Wesson writes: 

About a dozen civilisations capable 
of creating impressive buildings, ad- 
mirable art, literature that is still 
pleasing, and philosophy still worth 
studying have grown up more or less 
independently, but all except one — 
Western civilisation — came to a halt 
and stagnated... And only in the West 
has a civilisation gone on to the level 
of indefinitely expanding science. 


NO PROGRESS 


In Wesson’s opinion, the emergence 
of a high civilisation by no means 
assures the development of an elec- 
tronic technology capable of com- 
municating with faraway planets. 
Even the greatest of classical civilis- 
ations made no progress at all in the 
technology needed for deep-space 
comunication. In fact, Wesson surmises, 
political progress, such as the estab- 
lishment of long-lasting and relatively 
peaceful federations and empires, 
actually militates against scientific 
progress. Political stability seems to 
freeze and hamper thought and prevent 
the development of new ideas and 


Find out about the National Front 


ways of thinking. Therefore, if some 
far-off civilisation has achieved the 
goal of lasting peace and order, this 
condition itself would lessen the 
possibility of producing a technology 
capable of interplanetary travel or 
communication. 

Wesson believes that the 2.5 billion 
planets estimated to be capable of 
supporting life in this galaxy should 
be reduced to 500 million because 
conditions favourable to life do not 
assure life. He then suggests that only 
one per cent of these 500 million 
would be able to achieve broadcasting 
capabilities. 

Next comes the key question, 
“During what fraction of the life of a 
planet would such civilisations make 
broadcasts?” 

Based on the earth’s historical 
record and the relatively short time 
span of the earth’s civilisations, these 
high-technology extraterrestrial civilis- 
ations would only bloom for 200 to 
500 years or for 1/25,000,000th to 
1/10,000,000th of the planet’s life. 
The appropriate mathematical calcu- 
lations then demonstrate that a 
functioning electronic civilisation 
would only appear during the time 
span of our own at the rate of about 
one per two to five galaxies. This, 
according to Wesson, is why we are 
having some trouble hearing from . 
outer space. 


Printed and published by Albion Press, London E.C.2 


